
1922. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· SENATE. 8081 
By Mr. WEBSTER: A bill (H. R. 11885) authorizing the 

issuance of patent to the Pioneer Educational Society and its 
successors for certain lands in the diminished Col ville Indian 
Reservation, State of Washington; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETO. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 

5868. By the SPEAKER (by request): Resolution adopted by 
the Oleveland Gr.ays, _urging the passage of House bill 11066, 
for the establishment, maintenance, and organization of a naval 
reserve; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

5869. By Mr. ·DOWELL: Resolution adopted by the Presby
tery of Indianola, Iowa, indorsing House Joint Resolution 131; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. • 

5870. Also, resolution adopted by the Presbytery of Indianola, 
Iowa, indorsing Senate Joint Resolution 31 ; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

5871. Also, resolution adopted by the Presbytery of Indianola 
Iowa, indorsing House bill 9753 ; to the Committee on the Dis: 
trict of Columbia. 

5872. By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Resolution from the Sole 
Fasteners' Local, No. 111, Boot and Shoe Workers' Union 
Brockton, Mass., asking that the Government <>f the United 
States recognize the present government of Russia and estab
lish trade relations therewith ; to the Committee 'on Foreign 
.Affairs. 

5873. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Resolution adopted by the Boston 
Central Lab01· Uni<>n, Boston, Mass., urging an amendment to 
tl1e Constitution of the United States granting to Congress the 
power to enact legislation to make uniform in the United States 
a child-labor law; to the Committee on the Judioi.ary. 

5874. By Mr. GREENE of y·ermont: Petition of Vermont 
State Baptist Convention indorsing House bill 9753, to secure 
Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia · to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. ' 

5875. Also petition of Vermont State Baptist Convention in
dorsing Senate Joint Resolution 31, proposing a constituti~nal 
amendment authorizing Congress to enact uniform laws on 
the subject of marriage and divorce; to the Committee on the 
Judicia1·y. 

5876. Also, petition of Vermont State Baptist Convention in
dorsing House Joint Resolution 131, proposing a constituti~nal 
amendment prohibiting polygamy and polygamous cohabita
tion in the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5877. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of National Committee on 
American Jap.anese Relations, New York City, N. Y., as affected 
by the Washmgton conference; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5878. Also, petition of the American Cotton Oil Co. New 
York City, . N. Y., relative to the proposed duty on o;iental 
vegetable oils; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5879. By l\lr. RAKER: Petition of Commercial Standards 
Council of New York, N. Y., indorsing and urging the passage 
of House bill 10159, to prohibit bribery and other corrupt trade 
practices; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5880 .. Also, p~tition of the Pennz.oil Co., of Los Angeles, Calif., 
protestmg agarnst any changes m the transportation act of 
1920, as proposed by Senate bill 1150 and House bill 6861 · to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ' · 

SENATE. • 
SATURDAY, June 3, 1!)~. 

(Legislative day of Thursday, Apr.U 20, 1922.) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senate? 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I presume the Sen.ator from North Da

~o~a [~Ir. McCuMBER] desires to take up the tariff bill, and after 
it lS laid before the Senate I shall suggest that we have a quo
rum. 

Mr. SMOOT. The pending question is on the brick paragraph. 
Mr. Ul'-i~ERWOOD. But the bill was laid aside---
M1:. McCIDIBF.,R. Temporarily. 
Mr. Ul'<i-UERWOOD. Yes; and it has to be laid before tbe 

Senate . . 
l\1r. McCUMBER. I ask that the bill be laid before the 

Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. · The Chah: lays before the Senate 

the unfinished business. 

The ~.WING CLERK. The bill (H : R. '7456) to provide reve
. nue. to regulate commerce with f-0reign countrie~ to encourage 
the industries of the Unfred St ates, and for other purposes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. P resident. I think we had better let 
the absent Senators know that the tariff bill is before the Senate 
again. So I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators l 

answered to their names : 
BaU Gooding McNary Sheppard 
Borah Hale M0tts Simmons 
Brandegee Ha rri~ MyeT Smith 
Bm-~mm Harrison N~n Smoot 
Calder Heflin New Spencer 
Cameron Johnson Newberry Stanley 
Capper Jone . Wash. Nicholson Sterling 
Colt Kellogg Oddie Townsend 
Culberson Ladd Page · Underwood 
Curtis La Follette Pepper Wad.CJworth 
Dial Lenroot Phipps Walsh, Mont. 
Dillingham Lodge P<rlnde:xter Watson, Ga. 
Ernst McCumber Pomerene Watson, Ind. 
France McKinley Rawson Williams 
Gerry McLean l?ob inson "ill is 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I . was requested by the senior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] to a nnounce- that he is unarnid
ably absent to-day on account of illness. I desire to ha>e the 
announcement stand for the day. 

l\lr. McKINLEY. I wa. requested to announce that the Sena
tor from Nebraska. [ Mr. Noruus] , the Senator from New Hamp
hire [Mr. KEYES] , and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. l~

DRICK] are absent at a meeting of the Committee on Agricul ture 
and Forestry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators haYe answereu to 
their names. A quorum is present-

PETITIONS AND ME¥0RIALS. 

l\lr. CALDER. Mr. President, I am in receipt of certain reso
lutions adopted by the Central Jl.e.publican Club, of New York 
City, calling the attention of the Senate to the failure of the 
Senate to enact the Dyer antilynching bill. The resolutions are -
signed by President Arthur B. Murtha and by Executive Member 
David :S. Costuma. I move that the resolut i<>ns be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Grade 

Teachers' Club, of Kansas City, Kans., favoring the enactment 
-Of legislation creating a department of education, ~ch was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Lab01·. 

Mr. RA.l~SDELL. I present a reS()l.ution adopted by th~ · 
Grand Chapter, Order Eastern Star, of Louisiana, dated May 11, 
of this year, memorializing Congress to pass promptly the 
Towner-Sterling educational bill. The reoolution is very brief, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to tlle 
Committee on Education and Labor and ordered to be printed 
in the R.EcoBn, as follows : 

ORDER OF THE EASTERN STAR., GRAND CHAPTER OF LOU ISIANA, 
New Orleans, L a. 

Resolutions adopted by Grand Chapter, Order of the Eastern Star, o1 
· Looi~iana, May 11, 1922. 

Whereas the safety of our country depends upon an intelligent elec
torate; and 

Whereas our public schools are the foundation stone of our educa
tional _system ; and 

Whereas there is pending before the Congress of the United States 
what is called the Towner-Sterling bill in tbe interes t of the public
school system of the country : and 

Whereas the passage of the Towner-Sterling bill would be to the 
best interests of our beloved land : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Grand Chapter of the Order of the Eastern Star 
of Lonisiana, in annual convention as embled, do hereby strongly in
dorse the Towner-Sterling bill a.nd urge that the Senators and Con
a~i~s;m:1 i~f f~~i!!~ana exert every effort for its passage at an early 

Resolved, That a copy <>f this resolution be forwarded to each United· 
S~ates Senator an~ Congressman from Louisiana, chairman of the com
m1tteE? on Education of tbe House of Representatives and Sena te at 
Washrngton, and to Congressman TOWNIIB. and Senator S T ERLING. 

Mr. BROUSSARD presented the following letter with an 
accompanying resolution, which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD: 

ORDER OF THE EASTERN STAR, GB.A.No CHAPTER OF LomsLA~A, 

Senator EDWIN s. BROUS S ARD, New Orlea.ns, L.a., May 28, mzz. 
United States Senate, Washington. 

• MY. D.JAR S~ATOR BROUSSARD: In keeping with instructions. I am 
mclosmg herewith COP'Y of resolution adopted at our recent meetin..- of 
the Grand Cbapt~r, Order of the Easte.rn Star, at Lak0 Charles . ~ilh 
re9uest that you mtroduee same in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. . 

th~~:ifet YJ°1!.i:;.; our appreciation of any consideration you may give 

Yours very truly, 
F. B. NELKEN, G'rand Secretary • 

• 



.8082 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. JUNE 3, 

ORDER OF THE EASTERN STAR, 0RA:N"D CHAPTER OF LOUISUNA, 
New Orleans, La. 

Resolutions adopted by Grand Chapter; Order of the Eastern Star, of 
Louisiana. 

of our rountry depends upon an intelligent Whereas the safety 
electorate ; and 

Whereas our public schools are the foundation stone of our educa
tional system; and 

Whereas there is pending before the Congress of the United States 
what is called the Towner-Sterling bill in the interest of the public
school system of the country ; and 

Whereas the passage of the Towner-Sterling bill woultl be to the best 
interests of our beloved land : Therefore be it 

Resoh•ed, That the Grand Chapter of the Order of the Eastern Star 
of Louisiana in annual convention assembled do hereby strongly indorse 
the Towner-Sterling bill and urge that the Senators and Congressmen 
of Louisiana exert every effort for its passage at an early date ; and 
be it further 

Resolved., That copy of this resolution be forwarded to each United 
States Senator and Congressman from Louisiana, chairman of the 
Committee on Education of the House of Representatives and Senate 
at Washington, and to Congressman TOWNER and Senator STEnLING. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

l\Ir. SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend
ment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 463) for the relief of Charles Hurst (Rept. No. 
740): and 

A bill (S. 3118) for the relief of Herbert E. Meilstrup (Rept. 
No. 741). 

Mr. S-PENCER, from the Committee on Claim.;, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5918) for the relief of the Michigan 
Boulevard Building Co., reported it · with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 742) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5349) to amend the act authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to settle claims for damages to private property aris
ing from collisions with naval vessels, reported it with amend
ments and submitted a report (No. 743) thereon. 

Mr. SPENCER. In behalf of the Senator from Oklahoma [l\Ir. 
HABRELD] and in his name, I report back favorably without 
amendment from the Committee on ·Claims the bill ( S. 3413) 
for the relief of the city of New York, and I submit a report 
(No. 744) thereon. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2294) to confer jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to ascertain the cost to the Alaska Commercial 
Co., a corporation, and the amount expended by it from Novem
ber 5, 1920, to April 18, 1921, in repairing and rebuilding the 
wharf belonging to said company at Dutch Harbor, Alaska, 
whicll wharf was damaged and partially destroyed on or about 
No'Vember 5, 1920, through collision therewith of the United 
States steamship Saturn, United States NaYy, and to render 
judgment therefor, reported it with amendments and submitted 
a report (No. 745) thereon. . 

Mr. WADS WORTH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill ( S. 3630) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to amend an act entitled 'An act for making 
further and more effectual provision for the national defense, 
and for other purpose ,' approved June 3, 1916, and to estab
li h military justice," approved June 4, 1920, reported it with
out amendment .and submitted a report (No. 746) thereon. 

Mr. CALDER, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which were.referred the 
following resolutions, reported them each without amendment: 

.A resolution ( S. Res. 294) amending Senate Resolution 282, 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to send to the Senate 
certain detailed information as to oil leases made by the de
pnrnnent within naval oil re~erYes Nos. 1 and 2 in California
an<l No. 3 in Wyoming, agreed to April 29, 1922: and 

A resolution (S. Res. 295) amending Senate Resolution 292, 
clirectiug the Committee on Manufactures to investigate and 
report to the Senate the conditions of the crude-oil and gasoline 

. m:trkets during the years 1920, 1921, and to date in 1922, agreed 
to April 20 (calendar day, May 13), 1922. · 

DILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bill · were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

Bs Mr. SHEPPARD: 
A uill (S. 3674) authorizing the use of special canceling 

stamp in the post office at Cuero, Tex. ; to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 
.A. bill (S. 3675) granting tlle consent of Congress to the county 

courts of Howard and Saline Counties, in the State of Missouri, 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri River; to the Com

~ mittee on Commerce. 

• 

.ADDITIONAL SENA.TE EMPLOYEES. - -

Mr. FRANCE submitted the following resolution (S. Re.:. 
299), which was read : 

Resolved., That the Sergeant at Arms be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to employ such additional pages, doorkeepers, and attendants as he may 
de('m necessary to relieve the present employees from excessive duties 
because of long hours due to night sessions and that the said additional 
employee<> be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. FRANCE. If there is no objection, I should like to ask 
for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think it has to go to the Com
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. It proposes to make a payment out of the contingent 
fund. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
theSffi~& . 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

.A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill ( S. 539) to further amend an act entitled "An act 
to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887, as amended. 

The message also announced. that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 11345) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Allegheny ltiver at or near Freeport, Pa.; i11 which it re
quested the concnn·ene:e of the Senate. 

HOU E BILL REFER.RED. 

The bill (H. R. 11345) autborizing ·u1e construction of a 
bridge acros the Allegheny River at or neitr Freeport, Pa., 
was read nvice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

THE TARIFF. 
• The Senate, as in · Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-

sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide re\enue, to regu
late commerce with for.eign countries, to encourage the indu ·
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

l\Ir. McCU:MBER. If the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STAN
LEY] is ready, I would like to return to paragraph 201, fire 
brick. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending amendment in that 
paragraph will be stated. 

The READING CLERK. The pending amendment is the amend
ment offered by the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBIN
soN] to the amendment of the senior Senator from North Da
kota [l\lr. l\Ic UMBER]. 

The senior Senator from North Dakota has moved to strike 
out paragraph 201 and to insert a new paragraph 201 a fol
lows~ 

PAil. 201. Bath brick. chrome brick, and fire brick, not specially 
provided for, 25 per cent ad valorem; magnesite brick, three-fourth· 
o~ 1 cent per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The senior Senator from Arkansas moves to strike out " 25 " 
before "per cent" and to insert "10." . 

1\.1.r. STANLEY. l\.fr. President, the principle involved is much 
more vital than the duty imposed by the proposed Smoot amend
ment upon fire brick. We can not judge of the importance of 
this prrrticula r item by the duty imposed. It is highly illustra
tive, however, of the character of the bill. It furnishes a strik
ing illustration of the fact that this proposed tariff measure is 
not founded upon any principle, either of free trade 01· of pro
tection. 

In a recent address on behalf of the fire-brick producers of 
the country the Senator from Idaho [l\1r. GOODING] made an 
especial plea for ttie imposition of a duty upon brick produced 
in his State. In the course of that address he read a letter from 
J. B. Watson, of Troy, Idaho, the manager of the Idaho Fire 
Brick Co., in which that gentleman states his reason for seeking 
a duty upon fire brick. I ask unanimous consent to insert in 
the RECORD at this point that portion of the letter of Mr. Watson 
which was quoted by the Senator from Idaho. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without· objection, it is so 

ordered. 
The matter referr.ed to is as follows: 

TROY, IDAHO, April 3, 19!~. 
Hon. F. R. GooDI:N"G 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR: We believe the new tariff bill has passed the House 

of Congress and is now up for discussion in the House of Senators. 
We do not know whether the import tariff on imported fire brick has 
been increased from 10 per cent, as it was, or not. We earnestly ask 
yourself to use your best efforts to have this tariff increased from 10 
per cent to 25 per cent. 

We are selling very few brick in Everett, Seattle, Tacoma, or Port
land. Any business we are getting is from inland points • 
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Ocean freight rate from the Clyde River in Scotland and the Tyne 
River in England to Seattle and other Pacific coast ports is only a 
few cents more per ton than the railroad frei~hts are from Troy, 
Idaho, or Spokane, Wash. to Seattle and other Pacific ports. Then, 
in Scotland a very great deal of the labor necessary in manufacturing 
the fire brick is done by females. 

A.s to fire brick imported from Clayburn, British Columbia : The rail
road freight, Clayburn to , eattle, is 17 cents and to Tacoma is 18 cents 
per hundredweight. Our rate to Seattle and Tacoma is 21! cents per 
hundredweight, a difference of $3.15 to Seattle and $2.45 to Tacoma 
per 1)..000 brick in favor of Clayburn, British Columbia. Besides this, 
this clayburn company nse cheap Hindu labor at their plant1 and, fur
ther, on account of Hindu a.nd Chinese labor in the coal mmes, their 
coal is much cheaper in price than our coal is. · 

.Again, the Canadian import tariff on fire brick, United States manu
facture, is 22 per cent, with 2 per cent sales tax; total, 24j per 
cent. • • • 

Mr. STANLEY. After reading that letter the Senator from 
Idaho said: 

So that is the condition the brickmakers in my State have to meet. 
The manufacturers in Canada employ llindu la bor not only in the brick
yards but in the coal mines. Women laborers are employed in Scot
land, and that is what the brick plants of the West must meet. The 
freight rate the for pigners have to pay is about the Mme or a little 
more than we have to pay in Idaho. That is the condition which con
fronts the two little manufacturing plants we have in our State, an<l 
that Is the real issue before Congress and before the Senate to-day, 
whether we will fix a rate which will equalize the difference which 
exists in the costs of production of any product, whether it is brick or 
anything else, and give us a chance to work our factories. The other 
side is not even willing to give our citizens the ame protection that 
Canada gives theirs as against the United States. It is a simple, plain 
story, but it presents the whole tariff question as to protection, and it 
will be found to apply to every industry and every case, if Senators 
on the other side will just take the time to make an honest investiga
tion, instead of casting insults across the aisle to this side, talking 
about the bill having been framed behind closed doors in the interest 
of predatory wealth, in all of which they know there is no truth at all. 

I gave up a great deal of timP while this bill was being framed Rnd 
saw a great deal of the efforts of the committee. No men ever worked 
harder than they did, and thfa is the best tariff bill that has ever 
l> een presented to Congre s protecting the interests of this whole 
country. 

After that address, and after the statement of the Senator 
from Idaho that we w.ere not willing to give our own citizens 
the same protection that was given to citizens of Canada-and 
it is a fact that there is a 25 per cent ad valorem duty, includ
ing a sales tax, on brick imported into Canada, while there is 
none upon such exports-this schedule, as I understand, wns 
reviewed by the official reviewers on the other side of the aisle 
and mutilated accordingly. They returned an amendment pro
viding for free brick, with the exception of fire brick, mag
nesite brick, and two or three other peculiar kinds of brick, 
but embodying a modest and simple proviso that in the event 
any other country imposed a duty on brick we. were to impose 
a like duty, a retaliatory duty, or, as the Senator 1rom North 
Dakota [l\Ir. 1\fcCu:~rnER] calls it, a "countervailing" duty. 

Mr. President, it is a fact that the only brick of any im
portance that is imported into this country comes from Canada, 
and, therefore, the proposed countervailing duty is nothing 
more nor less than a retaliatory duty upon such Canadian 
exports. The protection afforded is identically the same as if 
the committee had honestly and candidly imposed a 25 per cent 
duty on ordinary brick and the same duty upon fire brick. 

Upon a superficial view, with no other item before us, it 
might be plausibly contended that if a 25 per cent duty is im
posed on brick coming into Canada we should impose a 25 per 
cent duty upon brick which Canada exports to this country ; 
but, l\lr. President, this continual nagging at Canadian ex
ports; this attempt to build a tatiff wall along the Canadian 
border is the most indefensible, the most unwise, and tlle 
smallest piece of politics that was ever played by intelligent 
legislators. The future political economist or the future his-

1 

to rian in reviewing the industrial progress of this country will 
pause either in pity or amazement at this effort to prevent re
ciprocal trade relations between Canada and the United States.

1 

The same physical conditions exist in both countries. The 
Great Plains and the valley of the Mississippi extend across the 
Canadian border ; the same mountain ranges run from Canada 
through the United States and that part of Canada which is 
industrially developed happens to be a narrow strip 400 miles 
wide and 4,000 miles long, producing, in the main, raw materials. 
This attempt of the United States to keep Dou{!:las fir and pine 
and wool and meta1, the raw materials of Canacla, from the 
smelters and the mills and the factories of the United States 
has compelled the producers . of raw materials in Canada to 
build a per capita mileage of railroads 300 per cent greater than 
in the United States, and has resulted in the development of 
mills in the eastern portion of Canada, in many instances, 
3,000 miles from the seat of the production of the raw materials. 

For the year ending June 30, 1920. we received from Canada 
in copper, precious metals , uiekel, n,sbestos, lumber and timber, 
furs and fur skins, and pulp wood to a value of $253,089,155. 

XLII--510 

Mr. President, Senators on the other side may talk about 
a little countervailing duty against Canada, but by this bill it 
is proposed to impose a duty upon salt coming from. Canada. 
whereas salt may be imported into Canada free. We are 
exporting annually to Canada from ten to fourteen mHlion dol
lars' worth of corn, with no Canadian tariff on the commodity, 
whereas on the Canadian corn a duty is imposed. Potatoes 
and flour may be exported by us to Canada free upon contli
tion that we grant a like privilege. Canada is to-day receiving 
free into her ports $23,921,938 worth of our tropical and semi
tropical fruits; she receives without any import duty nearly 
$27,000,000 worth of our cotton. Of corn, manufactured to
bacco, electrical and gas apparatus, the latter of which enter 
Canada practically fre€, we shipped into Canada in 1920 nearly 
$40,000,000 worth. In addition to that, Canada takes our gaso
line, peanut oil, soya beans, such brick as is not manufactured 
in Canada, iron ore, brass and copper scrap, nickel, wool, native 
hides, furs and skins, and they all enter Canada fre€, whereas 
we irnpo e enormous duties against Canada. In spite and in 
face of the liberal policy pursued by Canada, it is proposed 
that we shall slap •her in the face with a petty countervailing 
dutv on a few wheelbarrow loads of bricks. It would have been 
infi~itely better to have left your bill as it was than for the 
purposes of small politics to have taken this gratuitous slap at 
the Canadian Government. 

Mr. President, let us look at this brick schedule a minute 
and see what is the necessity for this tax on brick. If a duty 
upon fire brick were of any material benefit, I should be, from 
personal or selfish reasons, the last to appear against it. 

The fire-brick kilns of my own State in any one day in the 
year produce more fire brick than is produced in the State of 
Idaho in a year. The production of fire brick, upon which yon 
place this heavy duty, is an important industry. It is a scien
tific industry. It is essential to the -smelting of metals. It is 
an essential item in every home. The fire brick makes th•~ 
backs of your stoves. It goes into your :fireplaces, and the 

·seconds and the less fine brick are peculiarly fitted, on account 
of their hardness, to the building of roads and the erection 1)f 

public and private buildings of all kinds. As I ~tated once 
before upon the floor of the Senate, in the little town of New 
Cumberland, W. Va.-a town of three or four thousand inhab
itants-where they have vast veins of fire clay, the streets are 
paved with fire brick, the houses are builded with it, and the 
tonnage from the little village of New Cumberland, where they 
ha>e these vast brick industries, exceeds in weight the entire 
freight from the imperial city of Memphis. 

These brick must be made scientifically. It is not a simple 
matter to make fire brick. It is not a question of a few 
ignorant laborers. These brick are made to stand three or four 
thousand degrees of beat. They are the component parts of 
one of the most wonderful and scientiftc of mechanisms. With 
the exception of the steam engine and various elect rical de
vices, I know of nothing that bas done more to make the United 
States the industrial master of the world than the perfeetion 
of the open-hearth furnace. Until this furnace was perfected 
all our steel bad to be made in a Bessemer converter holding a 
few tons, operated at great cost, and using no other material 
than the Bessemer ore of the Mesabi Range, for the reason 
that all of the basic ores all over the United States were too 
high in phosphorus to make steel ; they were used only f.or ca t
ings. With Schwab's , perfection of the open-hearth furnace 
we produced a finer quality of basic steel than by the use of 
the Bessemer ore, and it made every single pound of ore in the 
United States .immediately available for the highest PllfPOses 
of fabricated steel, and every one of these open-hearth furnaces 
is made of fire brick. These fire brick stand only a few heats 
and then they must be torn down and builded over again. 

Onr exports of fire brick in the year 1920 amounted to $82,-
570,000 and our imports amounted to $4,200,225-twenty times 
as many' fire brick exported as imported·. In addition to that, 
we have put heavy duties upon the various widely scattered 
chemicals that go into these brick. It must be remembered 
that an ordinary rock. like serpentine, will fuse at 700 degrees. 
Limestone is put in the furnace because it melts more quickly 
than the ore; and yet by the careful and scientific selection of 
clays and chemicals ground up and mixed together· a brick is 
produced which will withstand a heat of over 3,000 degrees and 
hold 5 or 6 tons of molten metal boiling like a caldron. The 
cheapness with which that furnace can be constructed is an 
essential element in the production of steel, and in the facility 
and cheapness with which we can make steel lies our hope of 
the future ma. tery of the iron markets of the world; and we 
first deliberately inc.Tease the cost of the prodoction of steel by 
puttiug a duty upon fire brick, notwithstanding the fact that 
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I we are exporting twenty times as many brick as we are import
! ing, and why? Because a Senator of the United States must be 
1 placated. • 
! Do Senators know that only $3,000 worth of brick' is made 
' in Idaho ib a year? The total fire-brick production in Idaho, 
I according to the census of 1920, was 100,165 brick, valued at 
1 
$3,000; and in order to protect a shirt-tail full of fire brick in 
Ia.aho you place this incubus upon one of the key industries 

•of the world! It is the :first time that sane, sober, thoughtful 
j 1egislators ever met and kept their faces straight while they 
I attempted by legislative processes to construct a barrel around 
a bung hole. 

There are a little. over 100 people employed in making fire 
brick in Idaho, and in the United States as a whole there are 
thousands employed. My own State is fourth in the produc
tion of fire brick. We produce annually in Kentuc1.-y not 100,000 
fire brick but 100,000,000 fire brick-110,259,000 fire brick, 
valued at $3,841,458. If· fire brick needed this duty, do you 
suppose I would be up here making war upon fire brick? I do 

I protest against increasing the cost of production of fire brick. 
t I do protest against increasing the cost of every furnace in the 
~ United States and increasing the price of steel. I hold no brief I for the Steel Trust, but· I will be just, even to it. " For justice 
i all places are a temple, and all seasons summer," and we can 
t never take the duty off of fabricated steel while by unwise, 
I· half-baked legislation we increase the cost of its production. 
i Many political economists believe that but for the sharp com
l petition for the control of the iron business of the world we 
l would have had no World War, and but for our ·own incompre
! hensible stupidity in hampering, in. weighting, and in man-
1 acting this giant of iron we could to-morrow rid this great ind us
~ try of all the red tap-e and legislative' shackles that impede its 

I 
progress, we could to-morrow take the iron industry of the 
world, because none could approach us 1n production of fire 
brick as well as everything else entering into the production of 

1 iron and steel. . 
Oh, but says the Senator· from Idaho, it costs more to make 

1 fire brick in this country. Hindus work in the coal mines in 
l Seotland ; apd:, of course, that wouW not amount to a row of 
• pins if they did not make cheaper coal than we do here~ What 
· does it matter who works in coal mines in Seotland or at what 
they work ·if the coal in Scotland costs more than the coal in 
the United: States? But they work Hindus in the coal mines in 
Scotland and they dig coal for less than our minerS', and labor 
is an item in the cost of producing coal, and the cost of coal is 
an item in the production o1i fire brtck in Seotland, and that is 
the house that .J act: built. 

Why, let us see the .reaL cost of fire brick, if it ever is or ever 
I was imported from Scotland. Now, remember, they state that' 
f they can make fire brick for- $30· a ton. in Idaho, and it is quoted 
1 at much less than, that. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before the Senator leaves the 
· question· of the production of. coal, will he permit an interrup
, tion? 

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. KiING. I think the evidence conclusively shows that 

. prior to the war we produced coal in the United States perhaps 
: cheaper than it was produced at any other place in the world. 
~ The cost of a ton of coal at the tipple was approximately 97 
1 cents to $1 a ton-cheaper than in Canada, cheaper than. in New 
Brunswick, cheaper than in. anY' of the ·British possessions to 

. the north, and, as I recall, cheaper than in Scotland or· in Eng
land, either. 

.Mr. STANLEY. Why, l\1r. President, it is amusing to bear 
· Senators talk about high-priced coal. I am amazed that any 
! informed statesman should do it. Here is the trouble : Some 

r 

fellow imagines that somebody is getting into his market, and 
be writes a letter~ and he is my constituent, and I believe him. 
I honestly do believe· that if some constituents would write and 

I tell Members of Congress that they needed protectiorr on the 
: American Santa Claus they would demand a duty for the ade-
quate protection of an "American Santa Claus." 

Mr. President, as everybody knows, the only country in the 
. world that exports coal to · any degree and can produce coal 
i cheaply enough to export it is Great Britain. The coal that is 
most available, that is high enough in carbon andlow enough in 
ash, that has the quality of a steam coal, is found in Wales. 

Just recently the English G;overnment conducted. an investiga
tion of the cost: of producing coal in Cardiff. They pay their 
miners, I will say to the genial Senator from Idaho, about half 
the wages we pay, and, therefore, of course, our coal industry 
is prostrate. In Scotland they pay still less, and Scotland would 
no more send C8als to Newcastle now than it did a hundred 
years ago, when poets laughed about such a performance; and 
yet I read you from the_ testimony of 1\1~ • . William Alexand~ 

Lee, taken before the British Coal Commission. The British 
Government was investigating the lower cost of American coal 
in the markets of the world. 

Question 1126. Mr. Evan Williams, a member of Parliament, 
to the witness : 

w~~~~iz~vfu a~:O~i i9fs. P:~;n:or South Wales e<>al in the Argentine of 
Q. Wba~ is the. American price f. o. b. anrl what is the freight?-A. 

~d~6i~.can price f.. o. b. is 21s. and the freight, I understand, now 

So that we can put a ton of coal to-dny in Buenos .Aires at 31s. 
a ton, 33! per cent less than they can put it there from Wales 
and much. less than what they .can put it there from Scotland. 
Wby is that? I read further : 

1128. Q. Still at 60s. ?-A. Yes. I have not heard of any reduction 
below 60s. That would make it 81s. 

1131. Q. Mr. Evan Williams: Given an adequate supply of tonnage 
from the States, they can take from us in normal times, or at the pres
ent time, even with a considerable reduction in onr price f. o. b., the 
whole of our South American trade?-A. Yes. It is pnrely a questicm 
of what rates the Americans can run their ships. 'l'he di..frerence be~ 
tVl"een the South Wales po.rts anu South American ports is ron<>hly the 
same as that ~etween. the American ports and the South American pOTts, 
and the Americans W11l have whatever margin there is between the cost 
of British coal and American coal f. o. b. 

1161. Q. It was Just a little in favor of England over the United 
States ?-A. There was about 2s. 6d. in favor of England in freight but 
the Americans bad it in price. ' 

1337. Q. Supposing pre-war prices, would there be the fear of Ameri
can competition ?-A. On pre-war prices ~here is a probability of severe 
American competition in both South Amet'ica and in the Mediterranean. 

To-day, give us the same cost per ton and we can take from 
the British miner, at from $1 to $1..50 less per ton, every market 
for coal in the western world, from the North Pole to Cape 
Horn, and we can take every port upon the Mediterranean. 
Nobody denies that except the Senator from Idaho, and he 
would not deny it if he had not read a fool letter from a fellow 
who was making $3,000 worth of brick out of a production of 
$53,000,000. 

Let us follow to- Boise, Idaho1 this apocryphal ton of brick, 
made out of cheap Scotland coal which never existed. It could 
reach Idaho by several different ways. The average price of 
all fue brick in Idaho is $23 per 1,000. Suppose we star:t 
from Scotland. The- ocean rate from Glasgow to New York is 
25 shillings-a ton, and reckoned at the $4..44 rate, it would be 
$5.50 a thousand, or $19.42 a ton laid down in Ne~ York. The 
rate from New York to Boise is $25.44 a thousand (3t long 
tons), so that it W-Ould cost the Glasgow manufacturer $79.32 
to ship a thousand of $23 brick to Idaho, if he went by that 
route. 

Suppose be wanted to go by way of New Orleans. Tbese 
figures I am. about to read are official. It would cost him 
$73:92, Or he might get into Idaho by the Pacific Ocean, which 
seems · to be lined with Chinese and cheap labor, and all s9rts 
of horrible things. It would cost him, by way of Portland, 
only $102.63 to get a thousand of brick into Idaho-worth when 
it landed just $23~and if he came. from Canada, it would cost 
him,, shipped· from Montreal, $74.59. More than that, you em~ 
ployed a tariff commission once. Why. on earth you ever es
tablished a tariff commission I do not kJiow. The worst enemy 
to such schedules as this iS' a. tariff commission, or any other 
commission which can read and write. We did not need a 
tariff commission to tell us that you could not ship a thousand 
brick, weighing three or four tons and worth $23 when you 
started with it, any great d~stance without having the freight 
eat up the valne of the brick . 

In addition to that, fire . clay almost invariably- underlies 
coal, if the Senator from ldaho only knew it. Wherever you 
ham a coal mine with fire clay under it, you can make the 
kind of brick you manufacture in Idaho. They use the great 
cutting machines to undercut the fire clay and throw . it a way 
in order to get the coal. So you can generally make fire brick 
wherever you have· a. coal mine. But you can not ship it ·over a 
hundred miles or two hundred miles, if it is ordinary fire 
brick, because the rate on the brick is more than the price 
of the brick, and some other fellow will set up a kiln at a coal 
mine and make fire brick more cheaply than. you can ship it. 

l\fr. SIMMONS. l\Ir. President,. it is suggested that a few· 
thousand brick a year come in as ballast, and therefore we 
ought to put this duty on for the purpose of protecting against 
those few thousand ballast brick. 

Mr. STANLEY. The committee has reported on that ques
tion. In. this very- same speech the Senator from Idaho states 
that ships loaded with fire brick come into Seattle and San 
Francisco after our g.rain. That would have been all very 
well if it had not been for the fact that. in discussing the 
matter they accidentally put in some figures. 

They say the wharves in Seattle are stacked with fire brick. 
Suppose they were. Suppose you had brick piled a mile high in 
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Seattle and San Francisco, you could hardly ship it across the 
street. You could not send it 50 miles. You could not break 
bulk and ship a thousand fire brick 100 miles from Seattle, 100 
miles from San Francisco, 100 miles from Portland, Oreg., 
without paying more than $23, because it weighs several tons. 
Yet. as I will show further on in a few minutes, you are going 
to throw the cloak of protectionism about the most gigantic 
and soulless combination of convicted criminals who ever 
made a world houseless and homeless, in order that $3,000 
worth of brick in Idaho may be protected from the cheap coal 
ancl the pauper labor of Scotland. 

l\fr. GOODING. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPENCER in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from 
Idaho? 

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. GOODING. Did the Senator say there were 200 men 

employed in Idaho manufacturing fire brick? 
Mr. STANLEY. About that. 
Mr. GOODING. And they produce $3,000 worth of fire 

brick in a year? 
Mr. STANLEY. Those are the figures. 
Mr. GOODING. In a year? 
1\Ir. STANLEY. Yes, sir. I will read the Senator what he 

himself said about it. 
Mr. GOODING. I did not say anything about it. 
Mr. ST_UITiEY. Well, what your man said. Let us get the 

story of this diminutive and suffering industry. Talk about
infant industries. This one ha.s hardly learned to suck yet ; it 
ha · not been worked. It is just born, but it is not dry. If it is, 
it is kiln dried. Let me see if I can find that speech in the 
mass of data I have here. 

In this address they say it is a little bit of a suffering 
industry. I have the figures on it and will put them in the 
RECORD. It says there are less than 200 people employed in 
that concern. 

l\lr. P01\1ERE1'IB. Mr. President, the Senator means to 
limit that statement about the 200 people being employed in 
the industry to Idaho? 

l\fr. STANLEY. Yes; ~n these two little factories. They 
have but two brick kilns in Idaho, making $3,000 worth of 
bricks. We make $3,000 worth of bricks in one day in Ken
tucky. If this is going to hurt anybody, I am ruined. 

l\Ir. POMERENE. If the Senator will permit me, I happen 
to come from the very center of the brick industry. There 
are brick companies galore in and about Canton and Cleveland 
and down along the Ohio River. I never heard of anybody 
suggesting a tariff on brick. The thing they have been com
plaining about is railroad rates, which cut them out of a large 
part of new markets. If there is one thing in the world that 
we can make in this country it is b1i.ck, and because of the 
freight rates nobody can compete with the brickmakers of 
Ohio. This must be one of the gold bricks that is being handed 
to the farmers. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, there is but one bigger fool 
thing than a tariff on brick, and that would be a tariff on 
atmosphere-on hot air. In. this letter to the Senator from 
Idaho, the writer says: 

There are two small plants producing fire brick located in my home 
county in Idaho, and these plants are competing with fire brick pro
duced in Scotland, England, and elsewhere, where the wage conditions 
are not at all adequate for American labor. 

l\fr. President, I had to hunt for this fire brick in Idaho like 
hunting for a needle in a haystack. I sent down to the depart
ment and asked them to tell me about fire brick, and in the 
tabulated statement they sent me I could not find Idaho. I 
went back and said. "Is anyone producing fire brick in Idaho?" 
The man scratched his head and said, " Fire brick in Idaho? " 
I said, "Yes." He said, "We can't find it. It is not men
tioned. It is negligible." I said, "Go back with your micro
scope and see if you can find it." 

They came back and said, "It is discovered. It has never 
been brought to the attention of the experts before, but they 
do make $3,000 worth in a year." These are official figures 
from the department, which I will put into the RECORD. 

Mr. President, what is the purpose of this duty on brick? 
The Senator from Arkansas read before this body a most re
markable statement from the Lockwood Committee. If the 
Senator from Idaho were given the New York market and 
ran bis little kilns full tilt for a hundred years, he could 
hardly supply the demand of New York for brick for a week. 

l\ir. GOODING. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken

tucky yield to the Senator from Idaho 'l 

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. GOODING. The Senator from Kentucky states very 

clearly the facts in connection with fire brick or any other 
brick. You can not ship them more than 200 miles over a rail
road in this country and pay the freight rate, he said. I will 
say that usually the common brick, at least, can not be shipped 
over a hundred miles, though fire brick may be shipped farther, 
but not more than three or four or five hundred miles, and pay 
the freight rates on American railroads. I quite agree with the 
Senator in that. But I do not agree with him that a duty on 
fire brick, or on common brick, as far as that is concerned, will 
increase the price of brick to any man in the United States. 
The Senator had better be a little consistent in his argument. 

Mr. STANLEY. I am more than consistent. I am candid. 
I am severely truthful. Of course, it does not increase tlle 
price to the consumer. Oh, Mr. President, we had a typical 
instance of that the other day when a little 10 per cent cluty 
on cyanide was imposed. It just happens that cyanide is made 
by one corporation and used by another. A big trust makes 
cyanide and the great gold mines of the world consume it. So 
we had a fight between the great producers of gold and the 
great producers of cyanide, and from the other side of the 
Chamber we heard the helpless wails that this was a tax 
that could not be passed on. Why did you not tell the gold 
miner that the consumer did not pay the tax ; that the importer 
paid the tax on cyanide? Why did you not tell him competi
tion would settle it; that it did not matter if you put it on? 
But Senator after Senator rose and said as a matter of course 
this is a tax; said the Senator from South Dakota [1\lr. STER
LING] this is a tax, said the Senator from Nevada [Mr. ODnIE], 
the consumer must pay-and the Senator from South Dakota 
honors me by his attention-the consumer must pay it be
cause you can not pass it on, the price of gold being fixed. If 
you admit the corporation must pay the tax, why does not the 
individual have to pay it~ too? The minute you found that 
you had one tax that you could not pass on to the naked, 
helpless, silent, and undefended consumer, you turned about 
face and in the twinkling of an eye you took the thing off. 

That is a poor argument. If the consumer does not pay it, 
and the importer pays it, it will come in anyway arnl the 
tax will not do you any good. If the importer does not pay it 
and the consumer pays it, there is every reason for my argu
ment. 

It is proposed to put a duty of 25 per cent on brick. There 
are $53,000,000 worth of fire brick produced in the United 
States. There are $82,000,000 worth of common brick pro
duced. In the city of New York alone there are $488,000,000 
worth of brick consumed in a year. Suppose you gave the 
Senator from Idaho the market, how long would it take him to 
supply it? The Senator from New York [Mi'. CALDER] has intro
duced a memorial stating, among other things, that-

There is a present shortage of housing accommodations of the 
cheaper class for about 400,000 people among the masses of the work
ers, all of which is set forth in detail in the accompanying report. 

* * * 
The committee now finds that there is a famine in the basic ma

terials required in building constmction, such as bricks, sand, lime, 
cement, etc. The supply of these materials has been restricted in many 
cases through the operation of these unlawful combinations and in 
other instances by reason of the phenomenal demand due to the in
crease of building activity that is essential to meet the emergency. 

The exactions of manufacturers and dealers in building materials due 
to this scarcity of supply have resulted in abnormal price increases, 
and in some instances in the inability to meet the demand on any terms. 
Manufacturers and dealers are either unable or unwilling to satisfy 
these demands upon a basis of reasonable prices over and above the 
actual cost. This situation prevails not only in the city of New York 
but in many of the cities throughout the country and for the same 
reason. Unless corrected it threatens to paralyze the efforts to correct 
the present crisis. 

As illustrative of the extent to which oppression has been practiced 
by these combinations above referred to, it appears from the evidence 
that· at a time when the price of building sand was abnormally high, 
largely as the result of a monopoly in the transportation facilities, a 
trans-Atlantic steamer of the Munson Line brought as ballast into the 
port of New York a cargo of high-class sand, which it endeavored to 
market. Because of the then existing combinations on the building
materials market, no dealer or builder dared buy the sand, · although 
it was of high quality, was greatly needed, and could have been had 
for less than one-quarter of the price that was then being chargeti for 
a similar product. The steamship company was finally compelled, at 
considerable expense, to take the sand out to sea and there to dump it, 
because of the grip of this monopoly. 

* • * 
Unless this situation is corrected the continuance of these arrange

ments will materially interfere with the importation into t his country 
of building materials, unless Congress will, in fixing the tariffs. make 
such reductions as will take into account the added cost of transporta
tion due to the fact that our Government is a party to combinations 
against which its antitrust laws are directed. • 

The only immediate remedy in sight is to permit the prompt importa
tion into this country of building materials of the classes that are now 
excluded through prohibitive tariffs, under cover of which the present 
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profiteering demands are being exact~d. The added eost of fl'.elg~t 
upon such importations due to combmations between the steamship 
companies increases the burdens to that extent. 

Think of this: These makers of brick, these producers of 
cernent--

1\Ir. GOODING. :Mr. President--
Mr. STANLEY. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 
Ar. GOODING. l hope the Senator will not confuse my 

statement on the small quantity of brick made in ldaho with 
the brick us:ed in New Yo-rk or any part of the country. It is 
a question of the territory we have been covering for a number 
of years, and we have lost a great deal of that market be
cause of the shipment of brick there from Scotland and Eng
land and Canada where they have cheaper freight rates than 
we have in Idaho, and are thus enabled to ship fire brick 
into our markets at Seattle and Tacoma. 

Tl1e Senator is quite right when he says it could not affect 
prices more than 200 miles distant. I am sure he does not 
want to waste time by trying to make me out as saying we 
have had a chance to ship fire brick to New York and need a 
daty of 25 per cent. I do not think we can find any new 
market now with the duty, so far as that is concerned, but 
we want to hold our own market, and it will not affect the 
price of brick anywhere in the United States unless to the 
people of Seattle. It will give us our market, and we are 
entitled to it. 

Mr. STA.l~EY. If they can ship brick from Scotland to 
Idaho, I do not see why they should not ship brick from Idaho 
to New York. But, 'be that as it -may, of course I know they 
can not ship brick from Ida.ho to New York, but here is the 
vice of this " you tickle me and I tickle you " proposition. 
The Senator from Idaho must have protection op. brick. You 
can not protect the brick of Idaho without protecting the brick 
of New York. The prices of 'brick in New York have gone 
up from $17 to $50 a ·thousand. When tOO price of brick in 
twenty-odd cities of the 1United .States, .from Boston to Los 
Angeles, ranged from $15 to $2Q a thousand, a 'merciless gang 
of highbinders took by the throat the !great city of New York, 
with 400,000 homele s people, an empire in itself, and are de
manding 150 per cent profit on brick. Not only that, they are 
in close combination with the 'Il'.Uikers of cement and the pro
ducers of sand, and for these crimes they have been tried and 
com-icted in the courts. 

The price of brick in New York was raised to such an ex
orbitant price by this criminal conspiracy that it has overcome 
the hitherto impenetrable barrier of freight rates upon such a 
heavy commodity, and brick were about to be imported from 
Canada into New York. The p·eople of New Y-ork, the houseless 
ones, with the sworn officers .of the law, come here and out of 
the mouth of a Republican, not a Democratic, Congr.essman, and 
in the name of common justice And common decency they pray 
and plead with yon and memorialize you not to ·put a duty of 
25 per cent iwon an essential commodity so necessary to the in
dustrial life of the greatest metropolis in the world. 

1"'."our answer is, "We would like to do it, but the Senator from 
Idaho has $3 000 worth of fire brick and we must take care of 
a fellow Se~tor if New York goes to the ding-bowwows or 
indu tTiallv to the devJ.l.n 

That is hie absurdity, that is the wickedness, that is the a.ssi
ninity of imposing duties of this kind. I have taken the time 
of the Senate upon this schedule .not on account of the size of 
the industry--considerable as it is-but because it is a ·startling 
instance not of protectionism .gone mad ·but of protectionism 
gone demented. Senile and shame1ess, reduced t~ a .point where 
it no longer realizes that the people of the Uruted States, the 
intelligent .electorate of America, if they do not condemn it for 
its crime, will spew it out of their mouths for its stupidity and 
its folly. 

Mr. GOODING addressed the Senate. .After ha-ving spoken for 
some time, 

1\Ir. l\IcNA.IlY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SPENCER in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
l\lr. GOODING. I yield. 
l\Ir. McNARY. The Senator from Idaho is making a most 

valuable contribution to this discussion. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is 
suggested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 
their names : 
Ashurst 
Ball 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Burs um 
Calder 

Cameron 
Capper 
Caraway 
Colt 
Culberson 
Cummins 

Curtis 
Dillingham 
du Pont 
Ernst 
Gerry 
Gooding 

Ilale 
Harris 
Harrison 
Heflin 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 

Kellogg McNary Poindexter 
Kendrick Moses Pomerene 
Keyes Nelson Ransdell 
King New Rawson 
Ladd Newberry Robinson 
La Follette Nicholson Sheppard 
Lenroot Norris Shortridge 
Lodge Oddie Simmons 
Mccumber Page Smith 
McKinley Pepper Smoot 
McLean PJllpps Spencer 

Stanley 
Sterling 
Swanson 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senators 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

having 

EXTENSION OF NATIONAL BANK CHARTERS. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho 
yield to me? 

Mr. GOODING. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. KING. During my absence a day or two ago House bill 

9527 extending the charters of national banks was called up and 
passed. I was opposed to that bill I do not believe that it is 
wise or prudent to grant charters for 99 years. Of course, the 
bill as passed by the Senate was an improvement over the bill 
as passed by the House. I was entirely willing to support a 
measure granting charters to national banks for a period of 50 
years. The distinguished Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLAss] 
and others who I thought shared the views which I entertaine~ 
I am now advised, had acceded to the Senate bill, and so far as 
I know now there are _perhaps only two or three of us who are 
opposed to the bill. ~ do not feel like carrying the :fight further, 
in view of that fact. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President--
Mr. KING. I yield. . 
Mr. WATSON of Georgia. I fhink I .am .right in saying that 

heretofore national banks have never asked for charters fo~ 
longer than 20 years at a time. I think they have been re
newed at 20-yea.r periods heretofore. 

Mr. KING. That is my recollection. 
Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Then, why this perpetual charter, 

which is against the spirit of democratic institutions? 
Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, if the S.enator will permit me, 

the national banks of the country, through their organizations, 
have asked for perpetual charters, pointing out the fact that ' 
under our Federal i:eserve act they were given certain fiduciary 
powers; and also, in view of the fact that the State banks can 
come in under the Federal reserve act and have every right and 
privilege that a national bank has under the Federal reserve 
system, the national ban.ks felt that they ought to have all the 
privileges accoraed the State banks, and they think that they 
can not .get the trust business that the State .banks get unless · 
they have perpetual charters. 

As the Sena.tor knows, the Committee on .Banking and Cur- . 
rency examined every _phase of that question ; and in view of the 
opposition, !l)articularly on the other side, they determined not 
to press the matter of perpetual charters, and therefor brought 
in an amendment to the House bill providing for 99-year char- . 
ters. The bill has passed the House, the House has disagreed 
to our amendments, and the bill is back here from the House 
with a request for a conference. 

Mr. W .A.TSON or Georgia. But, .Mr. President, there is no 
similarity between State banks and national banks. The State 
banks :have no authority to issue notes to circulate as money. 
The national banks have; and the Democratic .Party, if it has 
any record at all, is on record as eternally hostile to the issue of 
money by private institutions. That was the creed of Jefferson. 
That was the great fight that .Jackson made. That subj~ct takes 
up some of the .most thrilling chapters in the autobiography 
of Martin -Van Buren. I am amazed, Mr. President, that on the 
Democratic side no opposition is made to the renewal of these 
charters for any length of time, and certainly I am astonished 
that anybody should agree to renew the charters for so long a 
time as ·50 years, when heretoforn the banks themselves have 
only asked for 20. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, will the Senato.r yield? 
Mr. GOODING. Mr. President--
Mr. KING. If the Senator from Idaho will indulge us for a 

few moments more, I shall be much obliged. 
Mr. GOODING. I shall be very glad to yield, if it .is only for 

a reasonable time. 
Mr. KELLOGG. Of course, the issuing of circulating notes 

has nothing to do with the charters of ban.ks. Congress has 
absolute control of that ,privilege, and can take it away at any 
time it sees fit. Congress -can take a way -the charter of any 
national bank. Even if it is .made a perpetual charter there is 
a reservation, and not only can Congress take it away but it 
can be revoked for a violation of any of the terms of the 
charter. 
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M.r. WATSON of Geoi;gia . .That has always been thB rnse, .Fina.nee-to give us a little -while on Monday .mo1ming to .consider 
Mr. r:resitlent. this. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That bas ·always Men the ca e. The ·c;i:ues- .Mr. KELLOGG. ·I :Suppo e the -Senator knows there is ·no 
tion of ~hetber a national bank .should or should not i.1ssue general law for the ,extension of bank charters. 
note. to cireulate ru money, of cour e, Js entit'ely in the hands ,Mr. 1KING. I am familiar v.rlth that. 
of Congre , as is the question whether a charter shall be con- Mr. KELLOGG. And ·that-they _go out of business when their 
tinuou or not. There ~ one o~ject in not :requiring the re- charters expire. 
newal of the~e charter every '20 year . It is a .very exp.ensive Mr. KING. I understand that. 
proceeding, w.hil Congress has the absolute power at -any time The iPRESIDlliG OFFIOlilR. The Senator from ·Idaho [Mr. 
to take away the charters, to repeal the charters, .or to amend .Goonma] ls entitled tn .the Jloor. 
the chanter ~ . THE .TARIFF. 

~fr. W.A.TSO.N of Georgia. The -Senator .knows the ·strength 'The Senate, as in Committee uf the Whole, resumed ·the con-
of the ·ple.a that i: made in fav:or of ·vested rights. sideration of the bill (H. ·n. 7456) -to provide revenue, to regu-

Mr. KELL.OGG. I understand 'that, but the Senator will late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
undei· tand that 'thoce are 18 States already which ·grant .per- ·trie of-the United ·states, and for othe.r purP!)ses. 
petual ehal:ters. Tu. GOODING -resumed nnd concluded -his speech, which is 

Mr. CALDER. There are 21. entire as follows: 
Mr. KELLOGG. And the number is increasing constantly. Mr. President, again let me say, 'I have -not any quarrel with 

I submit there can be no :particular object in .requiring a ·bank Senators on the other side of the aisle who believe that protec
to go to tlle experue of veorganizing and liquidating every 20 'tion is unconstitutional and morally wrong. That is the issue 
years. before -this body in this protective tariff -measure to-day, 

~Ir. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President-- whether we :Shall have on the one hand protection or on the 
The PRESIDI.l ·a OFFICER. Does the Senator from ldabo other hand -free trade. I think we have spent something like 

Yield ito the .Senator from Georgia? two days discussing the brick ehedule and yet in their own 
· lli. ·GOODJNG. J do not think J shall 'Yield any longer, un- argument tlrey admit iJ:lat ·it can not affect the price of brick 
•le · llie Senato1· from .r~ew Yollk i-s <rompelled to go away. -more than·200 miles.from the·Canadian border, .and I agree with 

Mi:. CA.DDER .I am going to leave ~he <?bamber •in a f~w them thoroughly so -far as common brick are concerned. Yet 
.moment . The bill has passed.. It. is simply .a guestio:11 they would have the American people believe that a 25 per cent 
whether .the Sen~tor :from Utah is di~posed to w1.thdraw his -ad 'Valorem duty ·on brick would raise the-price of brick to every 
moUon to rec.ons1der the vote. The bill must. become a law I man who is building a home in America. 
;vitbin a .few week.s, or a great many bank ~ "-in be compelled "That is what they are trying to do, to impress upon the 
to liquidate. ,., . . . American people that protection to an American industry and 

Mr. 'WAT~Or of Georgia. If the Senator will examm~ -the to American labor is robbery and an outrage. ·.Believi:Qg as they 
o::'tati tical Abstract a to theJ)ro:fits paid by these banks, which do that it is unconstitutional they have the right to say that 
are stupendou , I am sure he will agree that the expense of protection is a robbery. In this case where Canada gives 
reorg· nization once in '2~ years is a -mer.e dr?P in th~ ·b~cket. a .25 per cent ad valorem duty and our brickmakers are de-

Mr. Kh G. M- . President, 1 share the. views. wh1~ b~ve \ nied tllal protection, they would continue the denial of that 
~en expressed hy th enator from Georgia. 1:his leg1slatron , rate to American brickmakers. I.say it is unfair, it is unjust, 
is very ohnoxiou to me, and I am opposed to it. If "I ·eould 1 and it is un-American for any man to take an attitude .tbat 
defeat it I certainly bould. However, with the limit~ oppo- · would destroy an industry in ·this country, I do not care how 
8ition which I pei·<!eive exists-the Senator from Geor~ and · small it is, if it only employs ·200 men a year. That principle 
my.elf are, as far as I know, the only two opposed to it--1 do i rm-American and I do not care from what party it comes. 
not feel 'like pressing the fight, and therefore I was disposed It is true th~t British Columbia can .manufacture brick and 
to withdraw my motion to reconsider; but if the Senator from can put it into Tacoma and Seattle at a less freight rate than can 
Georgia desire ~ to di cuss the .matter further-- . . .be done from my State, and that they .ai:e monqpolizi:ng and 

~lr. GOODJNG. 1 shall obJect to any further dI-SCUss10n of taking that market. It .is true that they are bringing brick as 
thi matter. ballast from .Scotland and selling it there and that brick are 

tllr. WAT o ... · of Georgia. I will not take any more time of piled up on the wharves .of Seattle at the J>resent time. 'But it 
1lle Senate. is a question of whetbei:. you are _going to be as fair to your 

Mr. 'KING. I shall not withdraw my metion to Teconsider. people as Canada<is to her own people, and give th.em protection. 
~Ir. W .A.TSON of Georgia. -I hope the Senator will ·not ·with- Of course, everybody knows, so.far as ft tariff on b:i;ick.is eon-

draw hi motion. cerned, or whether it is on the :free .list, that the price can not 
~Ir. KL'JG. I hall not withdraw it at this time. be affected in .New .York if there is a brickklln within 100 miles 
' Ir. CALDER If the - enator ·from Idaho will yield ·fUr- of that city. They can not ship.fro.m Canada very far into the 

ther. and it is in order, l would like to make a point of order ·united States, nor can we ship into Canada v.ery far. There 
again t the motion of the Senator from Utah. The Senator may be exchanges of brick ..in different cities along the border, 
made his motion after the Hou e had taken action on the .;bill. .but that is about all there is oi it. That is all it amounts to. 
The bill had pa · ·ed t11e enate, .gone ·to 'the other 'Hou e, they -nut in order to desti:oy a great ,prrnciple or government, you 
had di agreed with the Senat;e amendments, and had asketl for have fought _this .little brick protection for two lo-q.g days with 
a conference. 1 ubmit that ·that action having ibeen taken, the tJ1e hope that it will .go out to the American people that this is 
motion is not in order. an iniquitous measure, .an infamous measure, conceived in cor-

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. But the Senator from 'Idaho has .ruption and behind closed doors, all of which you know is not 
t he floor. true. ~hat is your .game. Tou are ~hting your campaign 

The PRIDSIDL G ·OPFJOER. The enator -from Tdaho ha right now, and unless somebody answers in behalf oi the grea.t 
the floor, and be ha yielded 1:0 the Senator from :New York. .Principle .of .Protection on this side, you will ao very well when 

Mr. W~"TSON' of Georgia. 'Does that not take unanimous election time comes. There is no question about 'that. Unless 
on ·ent? somebody on thi.s ide of the ai le tells the truth ·to the Ameri-

The PRESIDING ·OFFICER. Not for the Senator from can people and meets the -accusations and false statements made 
Idftho to yield to the Senator from New York. on the other .side, of course you will .be ready to ·1et the bill p~ss 

l\Ir. WATSON of Georgia. The question is not •here now in when you have sold it to the American people .as a gold brick 
regular order. Can the Senator bring it up without unanimous .and a bunch of bunk-there is no _question a.b~11t that-;ancl not 
consent, or -even with unanimous consent now? until ·then. The Senator from .A.la.barn.a [Mr. UNDERWOOD] has 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I suggest to the Sena.tor -from been mor.e than fair in making his statement that when they 
New York to let the matter go over until Monday. ·tell the A.mei·ican pe.ople about this bill-and that m~ans f_ro1;11 

Mr. CADDER. I submit -that if the Senator propose to in- .the viewpoint of the free trader and the man who believes :it is 
-sist upon hi motion, and my point of order i not well taken, f uneon titutional and morally wTong "to have protec~on:-then 
the papers must be returned to the other Chamber, their action _you are going 'to let it pass, and not until then._ It 1s .JU t as 
in appointing conferee ~ rescinded, and the bill .returned to the plain as Jilt were written on the walls what_ you mtend to do. 

enate. We have only a week or two to dispose of this whole In the great international bankers of tius. country who are 
matter. and it is a subject of ,great inconvenience to the busi- internationalized to-day, who have lost their touch with the 
ness interests of the counti;y. · American.people, who have ~een fox more than a year ~c:centuat-

:Mr. KING. I do not desire to hold this matter up, or to occa- mg the importance of foreign trade, you have a ,.Political ally, 
sion any confusion or trouble to tbe banks, and that is why I of great power. All thr?ugh the -papers f?r more than ·a 
sugge te<l that ifi:he enatorwould let it go over until Monday year they have been talking about our foreign 'trad~. They 
we will join in. requesting the chairman of the Committee on have been doing more than that. They have bad public speak· 
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ers all over America accentuating the importance of our foreign 
trade. I will agree that it is important, but we need not de
stroy our own industries, which I am going to show, too, before 
I get through, in order to have foreign trade. 

Then, again, you have the importers, many of them great 
owners of department stores in this country, the Shylocks of 
America-do not forget that, and I will prove it before the bill 
is passed-the great Shylocks of America. 

A thousand per cent is a common thing with them on goods 
produced by the pauper labor of Europe, which they bring in 
here and sell to the American people. They are supported by 
the great daily newspapers, of which the department stores 
are the best customers. Of course the Senator from Kentucky 
and Ws Democratic colleagues ha\e a right to be encouraged, 
witll all these great daily papers advocating their cause. 
In Detroit one department store paid to three Detroit news
papers last year $600,000 for advertising. The sum of $700,-
000,000 is paid yearly to the newspapers by the retail stores 
of this country, no small amount of it coming from the depart
ment houses, . if you please. It is not strange that they say it 
i::; no time to pas a protective tariff me.asure. It ne'\"er will 
be, so far as they are concerned. 

Of course the Senator from Kentucky is not willing that we 
sllall do for our brick manufacturers what Canada is doing 
for her brick manufacturers. It does not make any difference, 
as the Senator from Arkansas said the other evening, what 
Canada does. If the Democratic Party live up to their prin
ciples and follow the faith of their fathers,,~ey have got to 
put bricks on the free list or impose a duty upon them that is 
not protective. That i the issue between us, and there is not 
any retreating from it, so far as I am concerned. That is the 
line I am going to follow in the discu sion of the pending bill 
be.fore the Senate. 

I hall now undertake to conclude the remarks begun by 
me ·ome days ago. I shall resume my discussion of tariffs in 
foreign countri~s. First let me refer to the tariff in Belgium. 
I find that on cocoa Belgium levies a tax of $7.80 per 100 

, pounds, and cocoa is a breakfast food. On coffee there is 
levied a tax of $2.60 per 100 pounds; on vegetables; tinned 
or bottled, $3.90 per 100 pounds ; on cheese, $2.08 per 100 
pounds ; on apples, $8.63 per 100 pounds; on grapes, $7.77 per 
100 pounds; on coconuts, 69 cents per 100 pounds; on prunes, 
$5.17 per 100 pounds; on dates, $2.76 per 100 pounds; on 
raLins, $1.73 per 100 pounds; on oats, 26 cents a bushel ; on 
oat flour, 69 cents per 100 pounds; on vermicelli and macaroni, 
69 cents per 100 pounds ; on honey, $3.10 per 100 pounds ; on 
soap, from $7.03 per 100 pounds to $15.53 per 100 pounds; on 
sugar, $1.52 per 100 pounds; on ·tobacco, from $5.17 to $10.40 
per 100 pounds; on tobacco manufactured, $21.57 per 100 
pounds ; on dressed poultry, $10.34 per 100 pounds. 

So we find tht\t Belgium taxes- the breakfast table. The 
United States levies the lightest tax on the breakfast table 
of any country in the world, and its tariff duties are the 
lowest of any country in the world, with the exception of 
China, and she has no right to fix her own duties and afford 
protection to her industries. 

Of' agricultural products and provisions the amount imported 
under the Payne-Aldrich law in 1912 was $34,146,822. At that 

· time our population was 95,097,289, and they paid a per capita 
tax of 36 cents on agricultural products and provisions, with 
the exception of sugar. We collected a duty of $50,951,199 on 
sugar, a per capita tax of G3 cents. For the year 1912, under 
the Payne-Aldrich law, the total per capita tax collected on 
all · agricultural products and provisions was 89 cents. The 
total customs receipts for that year were $311,321,672. So 
during that year the American people paid a per capita tax on 

1 everything they ate and everything they wore, including lux· 
uries and everytWng else, amounting to the insignificant sum 
of $3.20 per capita. That was under that " robber" tariff bill
that "outrageous robbery" that was forced upon the American 
people by the Republican Party. 

In 1914, on agricultural products and provisions imported 
into this country, we received a revenue amounting to $24,-
817,322. Our population at that time was estimated as being 
97,::?97,515. Under the Underwood law the people paid a per 
capita tax on agricultural product", not including sugar, of 

· 23 cents. During that year the revenue collected from sugar 
was $61,870,547; so that under the Underwood-Simmons law 
the per capita tax on sugar was 63 cents. The total revenue 
collected on all agricultural products for the year 1914 was 
$86,678,779, representing a tax of 88 cents per capita. The 
total customs receipts for that year were $283,718,081, repre
senting a per capita ta:x: in 1914, under the Underwood-Simmons 
law, or $2.85. • 

For the year 1920 we collected revenue on agricultural prod· 
ucts and provisions, with the exception of sugar, of $24,521,305; 
and on sugar we collected revenues of $79,556,137. It appears, 
therefore, that the per capita tax on the American people on 
sugar for the year 1920 was 75 cents, and the American people 
paid a total per capita tax of 98 cents on all agricultural prod
ucts and provisions, including sugar. The total customs re
ceipts for that year were $325,645,565, representing a per 
capita tax under the Underwood-Simmons law of $3.01. 

Under the emergency tariff bill it is estimated that in 1922, 
on agricultural products and provisions, not including sugar, 
there will be collected a revenue of $45,881,959, representing 
a per capita ta:x: for agricultural products and provisions of 
43 cents. On sugar it is estimated that we will collect a revenue 
of $103,979,805, or a per capita tax of 98 cents on sugar alone. 
For that year under the emergency tariff law the total amount 
of revenue from agricultural products of all kinds is e ·timate<l 
at $149,879,764, or a per capita tax of $1.41. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the· Senator from Kentucky? 
l\Ir. GOODING. I yield. 
l\:lr. STANLEY. The Senator has questioned the authority 

for the statement made by me that there are about 200 wage 
earners making fire brick in Idaho. I am in receipt of a letter 
from the chief statistician for the Bureau of Manufactures of 
the Department of Commerce, dated May 19, 1922, in which he 
says, among other things-and I will incorporate the letter in 
the RECORD in the remarks which I have already made--

These concerns manufacturing fire brick in Idabo employed an av
erage number of 109 wage earners. I regret that it is impossible to 
separate the statistics for fire brick from tbo e of other brick. 

I placed the number too high. It is 109, instead of 200. 
Mr. GOODING. Do the figures refer to those employed in 

making fire brick? 
Mr. STANLEY. Yes; those employed in making fire brick. 
Mr. GOODING. And · the total value of their labor for a 

year was $3,000, according to the Senator's statement. Let that 
go in the RECORD with the Senator's statement, and let it stand. 
I um satisfied with it. 

Mr. STAJ\TLEY. The statement as to $3,000 wa from the 
census. 

l\lr. GOODING. Very well, let it go in the RBCORD as the 
Senator's statement. 

l\1r. ST.All."'LEY. The census for manufactures for 1920 gives 
the value of $231,457 for every kind of brick in Idaho producecl 
in Idaho. 

l\:lr. GOODING. l\Ir. President, to re ume my discussion 
where I was interrupted, under the Fordney-l\IcCumber bill the 
revenue collected will be, it is estimated, $350,000,000. The 
American people will be asked to pay $1.4:3 per capita on agri
cultural products and provisions, including sugar ; and they 
will be asked to pay on all commodities under a measure that 
gives protection to every .American industry the tupendous 
sum of $3.29 per capita. 

The United Kingdom in 1922 collected from her people, 
through her customhou es, $632,052,720, or nearly twice what 
will be collected from the American people under a protective 
tariff measure. With a population of 42,767,530, England col
lected a per capita tax, through her customhouses, of $14.78, as 
against $3.29 in America under the rates of the pending bill. 

'Yby, we are nearer a free-trade country than any other 
country on earth. There is no question about it. Canada in 
1922 collected a revenue of $104,420,451 from a population of 
8,769,489, a per capita tax of $1L90. They are a protected 
country as compared to ours, and yet you would not give the 
American briclnnakers where they are exposed to competition 
the same duty that Canada is willing to give to her citizens. 
You can not help it; you have to vote for free trade, and be 
against all protection ; and I have no feeling about it as far as 
I am concerned. 

France in 1921 collected a revenue through her customhouses 
of $360,880,770, with a population of 41,500,000, a per capita 
tax of $8.69. 

Germany in 1922 collected through her customhouses $1,047,-
200,000, with a population of 62,000,000, a per capita tax of 
$16.89. 

Argentina collected through her customhouses in 1920 a reve
nue of $70,526,398, with a population of 9,000,000, a per capita 
tax of $7.83 down in Argentina. 

Ur. President, before this bill is passed our friends on the 
other side of the Chamber will be shedding tears for the labor
ing men of America, and I am sure they are going to be genuine 
tears, from the heart; but if they will take the time to ascer-
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tain how light the burdens are here in America on the laboring' ·Japs, "Hindus, and that class of labor. The Pacific Northwest 
man, who pays a smaller tax than any •-0ther 1 laboring man in is the only- place I know of•where .outdoor labor in the woods 
all the world, they can save their tears and shed them for is "given an s~hour day. 
other people in foreign countries. We wlll hear a good deal ; Canada places a duty -of 10 -cents a pound on tea. She 
about the breakfast table, of course, when we come to farm collects a revenue of .$2;570;480, or a per capita tax on breakfast 
products, which are necessities of life. Of course, the clothes1 tea of 29 cents. She places a duty on coffee of 5 cents a pound. 
you wear, everything you have in your home which is taxed The per capita tax· is. 6 cents. 
under the Underwood law, are not necessities! 1 She places a duty on -cocoa of 35 cents a pound, and collects 

I have taken the four great articles of breakfast food used a revenue of $184,355'.72, or 2 cents per capita. 
to determine the difference in taxes paid on tea, cocoa, coffee, She places a duty on -sugar of 2 cents a pound. She collects 
and sugar in the llifferent .countries of .the world as compared a revenue of $8,150,797.60, a per capita tax on sugar in Canada 
with America. of 92 cents. 

England places a duty of 24 cents a pound on tea and collects The total per· capita ta.x on those four1 articles in Canada is 
a revenue of $86,150,710, or $2 per capita, on tea alone. She $1.29. The total per- capita· tax. in Canada on foreign imports is 
places a rate of 10 cents a pound on cocoa, collects a revenue $11.90, compared with $3.29 estimated unde·r the ·Mccumber bill. 
of $9,845;320, or 23 cents per capita,. on cocoa,. anothe:u1 breakfast The Republican policy has always been nev-er· to place any tax 
table necessity in England and all over the ·world. ·England on any articles not · produced in this country unless they ha•e 
places a duty of 12 cents a i pound on coffee and collects a ·-reve- a displacement value, unless they displace some product of this 
nue of $3,118,857, -.or a per capita tax of 7 cents. She places a country. ·This is practically .the , only great country • in the 
duty of 6 cents a ponnd on sugar. -She collects a reveD:Ue of world that follows that policy. That is the principle of the 
$204,338,700, a per capita tar on sugar · alone in England of Republican Party, only . to put a tax, if you ·please to call it a 
$4.48 every year, at least that is. what it was ·in -1921. These tax-I · am not willing to admit that it is a tax except to the 
figures are for 1921. foreigner, as he brings .his imports into this country and pays 

The average daily wage for carpenters,. bricklayers, machin- his money into the customhouse in order to bring his goods in 
ists, plasterers, • painters, and shoemakers ·in the United •King1 •here to sell in our .market. Every tax placed on every indns· 
dom at present is $3.08. The average for these trades in the try is placed there for th~ benefit of labor, without a single ex
United States is $7.17 a day in 45 of our great cities. If the ception to the rule. 
American laborer were taxed in proportion to the earnings of Jn 1912 we admitted free of duty foreign imports to the value 
the laborer of the United Kingdom he would be forced to pay of $861,512,987. That same year we admitted foreign imports 
a tax- on foreign imports -of $34.30 a-year,-while"t:be per -capita to the value of $75S,209,915 upon which duties were paid. So 
tax collected in England from her customhouses on foreign im- that 53 per cent of all imparts passed the customhouse free 1 of · 
ports is $14.80. ·duty under the protective tariff act of ·1909. 

France places a duty of .$2.70 a hundred on tea, and she col- :In 1920 we received in this country free of duty imports to 
lects a revenue of $66,962,304, a per capita tax of $1.62. On .the value of $3,113,948,338. That same year we reeeived im
coffee for the breakfast . table she places a duty of 26 cents a {ports to the value of $1,985,865,155, upon which duties were 

. pound. She collects a revenue of' $37,719",648, a per capita tax paid. In 1921, ·61 per cent of all our foreign imports passed our 
of 90 cents, on coffee alone; while in America everything that customhouse free of duty, a larger pe1·centage both under pro
goes on the breakfast table -and on the dinner table, and every- tection and free trade passing the customhouse of this country 
thing the American eats, will carry a tax of but $1.45, as · esti- ·.free of duty than iany <>ther ·country on earth. Yet -we are 
mated, under the tariff bill that is before the Senate at the pres- -asked, How can Europe sell to us unless we open our ports and 
ent time. give them. an opportunity to bring their products in free. 

On those four articles -France collects a revenue ·of' $2.77 per Our duties on the average are lower than those of any other 
capita per year. The average daily wage paid to carpenters, country on earth. The rec~pts at the customhouse prove that 
bricklayers, imachinists, ;plasterers;·painters, and -sh-0emakers ·in beyond•any -question-of doubt. I placed•in the RECORD the other 
France at the present time is $1.46. The average for those day a list of the articles that we buy from foreign countries 
trades in the United States is $7.17. If the American laborer upon which no duty is paid at all. Why, we buy 80 per cent 
were taxed in .proportion to ·the earnings ·of the laborer of of all the rubber of the world. We are the biggest buyers of 
France, he would be forced to pay a tax on foreign imports of raw silk in the world that comes in here free, n.nd many other 
$42.60 a year, as compared with $3.29 under a protective tariff of the great commodities of the world are admitted here free. 

-measure which gives labor ·protection, and which gives every Yet the .great importers of this country and the internation·a1 
· industry in America protection. Ah, yes; the American laborer bankers come pretty near-ma.king the American people believe 
has been robbed. that our ports are practically closed to the foreigners ·of the 

The average daily wage paid to carpenters, • bricklayers, ma- wm·ld, which is not true. The Fordney-McCumber bill reduces 
chinists, plasterers, painters, and shoemakers in Germany at the free list from 6 to s· per cent, so that no doubt, as in the 
the present time is .the princely sum of 71 cents. . I was unable past, more than 50 per cent of om· imports will come into this 
to -get the figures of the receipts from the di1l'erent items- country free of duty. 
coffee, sugar, tea, and cocoa-in Germany, but they collect a I regret that we have people of foreign birth in this country 
total per capita tax of $16B9 from their people on foreign im- who are objecting to this GoV-ernment levying duties on imports 
ports. If the American laborer were taxed in · proportion to that come in from their native · land. I can not understand . a 
the earnings of the laborer in Germany he would be forced to foreigner, who , comes to America to make a home, being pro
pay a tax on foreign imparts of "$168.90 a year. English, pro-German, .pro-Fr.en.ch, pro-Italian,. pro-anything but 

I shall next give the .figures for Canada, right across the pro-American. Never · since the beginning of time has there 
border, in whose favor the Senator .ir.om....Kentucky is .so keen been such a Government as ours. Never since the beginning of 
to destroy the brick plants in this country, where they can be time has the laboring _man .had such an opportunity ·as he has 
destroyed, along the line, from the f.act that in Canada they had in America. Uncler the protection of this great Government 

· have cheaper labor and cheaper freight rates in some cases. of •ours, foreigners are coming to our shores, and are given an 
· Oanada places a tax on the breakfast table ; -on tea _of...10 cents-a opportunity to enjoy privileges and liberties such as the nobility 
pound. in their own native lands have never enjoyed. It is time, as 

Mr. STANLEY. ].fr. President, does the Senator mean to say Andrew Jackson said way back in 1824, that we become a little 
that the level of wages in Canada is lower than in the United more Americanized. 

' States? I want to tell Senators ·on·the other side of the Chamber that 
l\!r. GOODING. Lower than in the United States on an we have reached a milestone in the history of this country, a 

average. milestone in the history of the whole world, when the question 
Mr. STANLEY. That iS contrary to the information furnished comes to find employment not only for the people of America 

. by every investigation of every industry we have ever had but for the people of the world. I do not know how ·we are 
'brought to the attention of the Senate or the Congress, and I going to go on being the great beacon light for humanity unless 
: would like to have incorporated in my address statements ·we protect our -Own people and keep them strongrhoping some 
which prove the contrary. ·day that the people of Europe, the · poor people of ·Europe, will 

Mr. GOODING. My information is that 'they 1are quite come up to our standards. But as long as I have strength I 
~onsiderably lower in .Canada on an average, espeeially in ~ the ! am not,going to see our ports thrown wide open, as the .Demo

" trades, than they. are in this country. In .Canada in .the ·woods1 .era tic Party would have done if they could, and will do :if they 
. I know they are working 10 hours a day. I th.ink the scale1 -can, to the 'cheap labor of an the world. 

is the same, but in America they have an eight-hour-day in•the' 1 · never"Was in nrOTe deadly ·earnest in my life than I am 
· woods right along the border, and in Canada they employ over the great principle of protection. I belie>e it is responsihle 
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for the American standard of living and wages and citizen
ship that have made us the supercountry of all the world 
and the greatest people that ever graced the footstool since 
the dawn of civilization. I sometimes wonder if there can 
be an American who, in the words of Sir Walter Scott, has 
not said: 

Breathes there the man with soul so dead 
Who never to himself bath said, 

This is my own, my native land? 
Whose heart hath ne'er within him burned, 
As home his footsteps he hath turned 

• From wandering on a foreign strand? 
If such there breathe, go, mark him well : 
For him no minstrel raptures swell ; . 

fi~~~J~~~i1k h:e1S£~e~s P~~~: ~ cl~fi::_ 
Despite those titles, power, and pelf, 
The wretch. concentrated all in self, 
Living. shall Jorfeit fair renown, 
And, doubly dvin11;, shall 11:0 down 
To the vile dm;;t from whence be sorun11:. 
Unwept, unhonored, and unsung. 

l\fr. President, I ask permission to have inserted in the RECORD 
the tables to which I have referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
Total and pm· capita t·evcnue derived from imports in the countries 

11amed for the latest year for which the figures at·e available. 

Country. Year. Total re
ceipts. Population. Per capita. 

United States .................... . 
United Kingdom ................ . 
Canada .......................... . 
France .......................... . 
Germany ........................ . 

t~fi~~~~-~--:::::::::::::::: : : : : : : : 

19'21 
1922 
1922 
1921 
1922 
1920 
1920 

$292, 397, 349 
632, 0:>2, 720 
10!, 420, 451 
360, 880, 770 

1, 047, 200,000 
70,526,398 
52,377,367 

105, 710, 620 
42, 767,530 
8, 769,489 

41,500, 000 
62,000,000 
9,000,000 
3,870,023 

$2. 76 
14. 78 
11.90 
8.69 

16.89 
7.83 

13.53 

Estimated total receipts under the McCumber bill, $350,000,000; 
estimated total per capita, ~3.29. 

.All receipts converted into American money at par. The fiscal year 
in the United Kingdom, Canada, and Germany ends March 31. The 
receipts for Germany for 1922 are estimated. 

Source of information: Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce. 

TARIFF OF Bll: .. (UUM. 

Monetary unit, 1 franc equals 100 centimes or $0.192; metric system. of 
weights aml measures. 

Article. 

Butter ......................................................... . 

~~: ¥~:~::t·.-: :: :: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Vegetables, tinned or bottled ................................. . 
Cheese .............. . ...... •..•................................ 
Cream, for manufacture ....................................... . 
?.:I.ilk, for manufacture ......................................... . 
Almonds .................................. .. ................. . 
Bananas ...................................................... . 
1.emons, oranges, figs ••.•.••••••....•...•.....•.••....•.•••.•.• 
Apples ..................................... .. .... ... .. .... ... . 

W:Ei~iS ·i:i;. ·siieil::::::::::::::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
rc:.~':i~.s-~~~~-::::: ::: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Prunes ........................... ... ......................... . 

R:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Oats .......................................................... . 
Oat flour .... .. ........... .. .................................. . 

~~~r~~~:~~iar.oci," eic: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 
Honey ... .. .. . ................................................ . 
Soap ................................................... . ...... . 

Sugar ......... ~········································ · · · ····· 
Tobacco ............................................. . ... . .... . 

i~~~~ef£:~~~~~:::: ::::: ::::::::: ::::: :::: :::::: ::: :::: 
1 Gallon. 'BusbeL 

NoTE.-Dub.es converted at par. 
GERMANY. 

Unit. 

Pounds. 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

(') 
(1) 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

(i) 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 

100 

100 

100 
100 
100 

Duty. 

SI. 73 
7.80 
2.60 
3.90 
2.08 
0.08 
.016 

3.00 
1.30 
1. 56 
8.63 
7. 77 
l. 72 
2.44 
.69 

5.17 
2. 76 
1. 73 
.20 
.69 
.17 
. 69 

3.10 
{ 1.03 

to 15.53 
1. 52 

{ 5.17 
to 10.40 

21. 57 
5.17 

10.34 

Population, 1922 --------------------------------- 62, 000, 000 
Total customs receipts from imports, 1922 __________ $1, 047, 200, 000 

FRANC'il. 

Revenue derived from duties on imports of 1e.a. coffee, cocoa. ancl s11gar 
into France (01· the "{i.scal yeat· ended March Sl, JJJ'eO. 

Article. Duty. 

Pound. 

Receipts. 
Per 

capita 
tax. 

&~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: SO:~ ~:~~'.~! Sl:~ 
Cocoa............................................. .26 9,549,412 .235 
Tea. . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 672, 384 • 016 

Total........................................ . . .. . . . . 114, 903, 7! J 2. 77 

Population, 1921----------------~----------------- 41,500,000 
Total customs receipts from imports, 1921------------- $360, 880, 770 
Per capita total receipts---------------------------- $8. 69 

The average daily wage paid to carpenters, bricklayers, machinists, 
plasterers, painters, and shoemakers of France at the present time is 
$1.46 a day. The average for these trades in the United States is 7.17. 
If the A_merican laborers of this country were taxed in proportion to 
the earmngs of the laborers in France, they would be forced to pay a 
tax on foreign imports of $42.60 a year. 

UNITED KINGDO:ll. 

Revenue derived from duties on imports of teo, co(feeJ cocoa, and sugat· 
into the United Kingdmn for the fiscal year endea March Sl, 1921. 

Article. Duty. 

Tea .......................... : .................... p~~· 
Cocoa............................................. .10 
Coffee............................................. .12 
Sugar............................................. .05 

Total. .............................................. . 

Receipts. 

$86, 150, 710 
9,854,512 
3,018,837 

204, 338, 700 

303, 462, 765 

Per 
capita 
tax. 

$2.00 
.ZJ 
.07 

4.48 

6. 78 

Population,1922------------------------------------ 42,767, 530 
Total customs receipts from imports, 1922------------- $632, 052, 720 
Per capita total receipts----------------------------- $14. 78 

The average daily wage paid to carpenters. bricklayers, machinists, 
· plasterers, painter , and shoemakers of the United Kingdom at the pres
ent time is $~.O a day. The average for these trades in the United 
States is $7.17. If the American laborers of this country were taxed 
in proportion to the earnings of the laborers of the United King· 
dom, they would be forced to pay a tax on foreign imports of $34.30 
a year. 

CANADA. 

Revenue det'ived from duties on imports of tea, cotree, cocoa, and sugar 
into Canada for the "{i.scai year ended March 81, 1921. 

Article. Duty. Receipts. Per capita 
tax. 

Tea....................... . ....... 10 cents per pound .... S2, 570, 480. 74 so. 29 
Coffee. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 cents per pound . . . . . 53 , 551. 11 • 06 
Cocoa. . • . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 3.'5 per rent............ 184, 355. 72 . 02 
Sugar. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 cents per pound. . . . . 8, 150, 797. 60 • 92 

Total. .............. ...... .......................... 11, 444, 1&5. 17 1. 29 

Population, 1922, 8,769,489 : total customs receipt from imports. 
1922, $104,420,451; per capita total receipt , $11.90. 

Revetme derived- f1·om du.ties levied on imports of agricuiturtJl f)roducts 
011d pro1:i"8ions and 011 sugar under the Payne-Aldrich, Under•wood· 
Simmons, and the emergency tariff laics. 

Import revenue, I 
1912 (Payne- Population. 

Aldrich.) 
Articles. 

.Agricultural products and provisions.. $34, 146, 871 
Sugar............................ .. ... 50, 951, 199 

95,097, 298 

1--------1 
Total....................... . . . . . &5, 09 , 070 

Total : Customs re<!eipts, 311,321,672 ; per capita, ~3.:?0. 

Import revenue, 
1914d~~r.t Al fl .) 

Articles. Population. 

Per 
capita 
tax. 

S0.36 
.53 

• 9 

Per 
capita 
tax. 

Per capita total receipts___________________________ $16. 89 Agricultural products and provisions .. t'24, 817, 322 97,297, 515 so. 25 
61, 870, 457 .'13 The average daily wage paid to carpenters, bricklayers, machinists, Sugar ................................ . 

plasterers, painters, and shoemakers of Germany at the present time 1--------1 
is 71 cents a day. The average for these trades in the United States is Total ........................... . 

... ..................... 

86,678, 779 . ...................... 
$7.17. If the American laborers of this country were taxed in propor
tion to the earnings of the laborers of Germany, they would be forced to 
pay a tax on foreign impo1·ts of $168.90 a year. Total: Customs receipts, $283,718,081; per capita, '2.85. 

.88 
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CANADA-Continued. 
R even1rn deritied f1·om duties levied on imports, eto.-Continued. 

Articles. lmP.ort revenue 1920 Population. 
(Underwood). 

106, 418, 175 Agricultural products and provisions. . $24, 521, 305 
Sugar. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . • . . . . . . . 79, 536, 137 

Per 
capita 
tax. 

$0.23 
. 75 

I quote from the Philadelphia Ledger, a Republican news
paper-and later I shall ask leave to incorporate the entire 
article in my remarks-

President Harding to-day took a two-fisted fling at "political black
guards"-

"Political blackguards!" Who are the "political black
guards " assailing the Attorney General? They are two Mem
bers of Congress, one of them. at leas~ and I think both, ware 
the uniform of a soldier, and eminent Senators, representing 

• 98 sovereign State8, ambassadors from two proud Commonwealths. 1-------1 
Total.... . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . · 104, 057, 442 

Total : Customs receipts, $325,645,565 ; per capita, $3.01. 

Articles. 
Emergency bill, 

year ending June, 
1922, estimated. 

Agricultural products and provisions.. 145, 881, 959 
Sugar................................. 103, WT, 805 

1-------1 

Total............................ 149, 879, 754 

Population. 
Per 

capita 
tax. 

$0.43 
.98 

1; 41 

'l'be estimated revenue to be derived from agricultural products and 
sugar under the Mccumber bill is $1.45 per capita. 

The estimated total receipts under the McCumber bill is $350,000,000, 
or $3.29 per capita. 

ATTOR~EY GE!llERAL DAUGHERTY. 

1\1r. STA~"'LEY. l\Ir. President. thus far I have had nothing 
to say in the controversy in which the Attorney General of the 
United States has played a conspicuous part. It is a fact that 
men of his own party have made. deliberately made, grave and 
seriou charges against the Hon. Harry M. Daugherty. of Ohio, 
and they have be-en made against him in his official capacity. 
On the floor of the House and of the Senate he has been repeat
edly charged with offenses serious and revolting to every sense 
of honor and of patriotism. -

Into the question of the truth or falsity of these charges I do 
not propose to enter in this brief digression from the tariff bill. 
There is however, a phase of the situation which must be painful, 
if not h~miliating, to every true and patriotic American citizen. 

It is recalled that men who have laid aside the honors and 
the emoluments of the highest office sa•e one the American 
people can confer~ and have gone out to do and dare for their 
country, men of the same political faith as l\Ir. Daugh~rty, de
mand his impeachment. On the floor of the Senate still more 
serious charges are made. 

No civilized country in the world. Mr. President, hesitates to 
shoot on sight a ghoul in time of war. Instant death awaits the 
wretch who invades a battle field t() rifle the bodies of the de
fenseless dead. He who runs his cadaverous fingers through 
the unprotected pockets of a dead soldier is not more a ghoul 
than the dollar-a-year man who rifles the Treasury of his coun
try in the hour of need and peril. 

He has been charged by men of his own party with using 
hi high office as a fence for unpenitentiaried profiteers. 

It is said that a lion will turn and flee 
From a maid in the pride of her purity. 

It is charged here, l\Ir. President, that those who despoil the 
honor of women in time of peace or betray their country in time 
of war command the good offices of the Attorney General; that 
no crime, however vile or repulsive. has failed to command his 
services as a common pardon broker. I do not make these 
charges ; I am simply reviewing them. 

Is it possible that we, in this day of bureaucracy, have reached 
the point, Mr. President, when the mere vesting a man with 
high authority renders him immune from criticism, that the law 
of Iese majeste applies to a Cabinet officer? Is it not the duty 
of the President of the United States to demand of his official 
family that they stand like men and meet every aspersion upon 
their official integrity and on their personal honor? To my 
utter amazement-I say it in all kindness; I say it in sorrow 
rather than in anger-we find the President of the United 
States at one hour commending the patience of Lincoln under 
every form of traduction and slander, recalling to your mind 
and to mine the amazing tolerance of the great father of Democ
racy. On one occasion a visitor from Germany, seeing a foul 
and vicious libel published in a paper lying upon his library 
table, said, "I would have the man executed; I would have him 
thrown into prison " ; but Jefferson replied, "The best proof of 
the freedom of our institutions is that he is at large. Take this 
paper back and read it to your king, and tell him that the Pres
ident thus permits the freedom of speech and of the press of the 
Unit€d States of America " ; and in the next, after this glowing 
tribute to the magnamity of Lincoln, to my amazement-to my 
utter amazement-I behold this same President exerting the 
dread powers of his high office to stifle if not to muzzle the free
dom of the press. 

Is it possible that the once genial, self-poised, courteous gen
tleman, occupying the White House could so far forget himself, 
in his desperate attempt to save a man who dares not shield 
himself; to speak for a man who dares not speak for himself? 
It is true. This Republican Party for the first time in nearly a 
hundred years to-day sees chai·ge after charge hurled into the 
teeth of the chief law officer of the United States, and yet 
there are " none so poor to do him reverence," remembering the 
pathetic end of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON], they 
dare not speak in his defense, lest his subsequent confessions 
shall shame them. Will the President in his desperation, find
ing no other who dare to say a word for this discredited offi
cial. denounce as blackguards Senators who criticize the ne
f~rious operations of a pardon broker who makes it a busi
ness, as it is charged at least, to deceive the Chief Magistrate of 
the United States in order that men may despoil women in time 
of peace and plunder the Treasury in time of war, and if one 
dares express his abhorrence of these unclean and abominable 
offenses he is a rascal and a blackguard? 

It is said further by the Philadelphia Ledger : 
Mr. Harding bitterly resents any such imputations against executive 

officers of the Government. 

Executive officers of the Government ! 
He appears to resent no less the space given in newspapers "to the 

blackguarding of any rascal who gets up and makes charges." 
In the President' s view newspapermen and newspapers perform a 

public service by "putting on the brakes." · 

Think of it! The President of the United States has the 
power to make and unmake men. The Attorney General to-day. 
in a public interview, admonishes those who are seeking high 
judicial offices that some time ago the . President agreed " with 
me" that in naming judges they ought to consult "us "-:-Harry 
M. Daugherty and Warren G. Harding. the President of the 
United States. Twenty-four judges are shortly to be name-d, 
and" You must consult us." That is given to the public. Why? 
As a notice to all who seek a place upon the bench, " Do not say 
anything about Daugherty, because Daugherty shadows the Rep
resentatives and Senators; Daugherty's sleuths are charged with 
framing up important witnesses, and Daugherty is not very apt 
to give his consent." "Us•• will not consent to the naming of a 
judge who says anything about "us." 

O God of battles and of war, is it possible? It is enough to 
send a shudder through the bronze heart of the Goddess of Lib
erty now adorning the lofty dome of this Capitol. 

Is' the ermine to be besmirched by all the filth that now dis
tains and dishonors the Department of Justice? And does the 
President mean to announce to the world that Daugherty must 
be consulted before he will name a judge, and that a Senator or 
a Representative is a rascal or a blackguard who dares assail 
him? 

Then the President says the brakes must be put on the press. 
I say to the President of the United States this is not Austria ; 
this is not Prussia; this is once free America. " Putting on the 
brakes " is the next thing to putting on a muzzle, and the 
statement is an implied threat to the press. Not the President 
nor Congress nor Senators nor judges shall shackle or abridge 
the freedom of the press in the United States while the first 
amendment of the Constitution is intact and there are men 
of wisdom and courage ready to defend and maintain it. 

I ask permission to incorporate in the RECORD~ the article from 
the Philadelphia Ledger, to which I have referred, and also an 
article from the New York Tribune Qf to-day's issue, both 
orthodox Republican papers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The articles referred to are as follows : 
[From the Philadelphia Public Ledger of June 3, 1922.] 

HARDING ASSAILS PUBLIC " SCOLDS "-PRESIDENT'S FLING AT TRADUCERS 
SJCEN AS ATTACK ON CRITICS OF DAUGHERTY AND IlOOVER-DEPLORJilS 
SllNSATIONALISM-" POLITlCAL BLACKGUARDS,, GJCT Too MUCH SPACE 
IN SOMJI NllWSP.A.PERS, HJD BELIEVES. 

(By Frederic William Wile. Copy1·igbt, 1922, by Public Ledger Co.) 
PUBLIC LEDGER BUREAU, 

Washington, June 2. 
President Harding to-day took a two-fisted fling at " political black

guards" who assail members of his administration. No names were 
mentioned, but it was tbe general impression that recent attacks on 
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Attorney General Daugherty and ·secretary Hoover were in the Presi
dent's mind. 

Efforts to induce him to discuss the Daugherty case were futile. 
Mr. Harding indicated he did not feel called upon to dignify by any 
utterance of his own the accusations now raging around Mr. Daugherty's 
name in and out of Congress. Instead, ·the President expressed ·him
self forcefully regarding that section of the American press which 
advertises the " outgivings of unknowing, unthinking, and unheeding 
men." 

His observations were in the nature of an appeal to newspapers to 
eschew "sensational" exn.J.oitations of men who utilize their positions 
to ·•traduce" faithful public · servants. 

The President's obsen:ations, while evoked by an inquiry designed to 
secure an expres ion ·of the Daugherty atrair, did not refer exclusively 
to it. They were called forth in part by the recent uncouth attacks on 
Ilerbert Hoo.-er by Senator W.1.TSON, Democrat. of Georgia. Mr. WA.T
RON a few days ago attacked the Secretary of Commerce in relation to 
Russian relief funds. Mr. Harding bitterly resents any such imputa
tions against executive officers of the Government. He appears to re
sent no less the space given in newspapers " to the blackguarding of 
any rascal who gets up and makes charges." 

WOULD CURB SENSA.TJO:qA.LISTS. 
In tbe President's view newspaper men and newspapers would per

form a public service by " putting on the brakes " and by ceai:::iI1g to 
glorify the mendacity of sensational windjammer ,- effectually rob 'them 
of 'their chief stock in trade-public advertisement. It is the Whit.e 
House conviction that front-page headlines and •·boxes "-the President 
likes talking new paper language-only " add to the unrest " when they 
are used to direct public attention to the vaporings of mud stingers. 

As an illustration of the unrecorded work of " unknown, unsung, and 
unheralded heroes "-in contra.st to the prominence given to attacks on 
public .servants-the President told of one of Herbert Hoover's ·relief 
workers in Ru!'lsia who recently died of i:yphus. Mr. Harding said that 
brave young Ame1ican "fell <>n the firing line of a generous civiliza
tion." The President has just written to the relief worker's mother, 
who bas lost her last survi>ing son and support, a letter of cordial 
sympathy. It -was evidently Mr. Harding's purpose to po:int out that 
while such national ~rvice usually goes untold and unapprecin.ted 1n 
the public prints. no alleged misdemeanor bei:::mircbiug the name of a 
high public official, if cried to the housetops loud enough by a " politi
cal blackguard," is too unimportant to .claim the notice of " the sensa
tional press." 

SECO~D PLDA AS "EDITOR." 

To-day wal' the second occasion since he was elected Pre~ident that the 
eilitor of the Marion Daily Star has unburdened himself on the t pie of 
journalistic ethics. The first time was in Decemb r, 1920. :following the 
President elect·s return ;from his ill-starred vacation trip to Te:x:as. Ad
dressing the assembled corps of Washington corre po-ndents in ihe press 
gallery of the Senate, Mr. Harding mentioned that in December, 1919, 
he made a League of Nation's peecb in the Senate--" which cwas a 
good one, if I do ·say it my. elf." 

Then be recalled and deplored the fact that. though his utterance 
dealt seriously with the burning topic of the moment, those few nPws
papers which dignified it with any attention at all gave it only a 
.. :'tick. 0

' 

Mr. Harding went <ill to soliloquize aloud that if instead of a rea
soned address on the league he bad called one of his senatorial col
leagues a name. or indulged in fisticuff , the news might have been 
"front p~-ged " under " streamer " headlinE.'8. 

It was in the same general sen ·e that the President talked to-day. 
He spoke with uncommon candor and conveyed a distant impres:;ion 
that he is losing his patience with the kind of criticism now being 
leveled at his Attorney General and intimate political associate. Harry 
M. Daugherty. The P1·esident probably also hart in mind the un
ft>unded innuendoes leveled in Congress a few weeks ago against John 
W. Weeks, SecretaTy of War, in connection with alleged profiteering in 
alien property transactions. 

[From New York Tribune of June 3. 1922.] 
IlESIG~, "PLEA OF CA~mIDATES TO DA'GGHERTY-R.EPCBLICA:q CONGRESS

MEN FEAR R.PlACTIO~ IN F.ALL ELECTIO~S TO COURSJI OF "POLITICAL 
STUPIDITY "-PRl!:SlDENT RESENTS ATTACKS ON CABIN~BLA.MES 
WASHINGTON CORRESPONDBNTS FOR GIV~ G So MUCH SPACE TO CRITICS. 

(By Carter- Field.) 
WASHINGTON, June 2.-Harry M. Daugherty's resignation would be a 

highl:v acceptable political present to most of the Republican Senators 
and Members of the House who are facing hard fights for reelection. 
This desire to be relieved of the embarrassment which attacks on 
Daugherty is causing the candidates is heard in conversations wherever 
a few of them get together. 

At the same time it became known to-dny that President Harding- re
sents the attacks whleh are bei.Dg mnde against membe-rs of his official 
family. This was made clear in a White House statement to-day. 

S1i>~UTlll MAY HEAR OF CONTRACTS. 
Pro pects that the investigation of war contracts proposed in the 

llouse of Representatives by the Woodrutr-Johnson resolution, which 
was snuffed out in the House yesterday, would be revived in the Sen-
11,te, with the backing of Senator GEORGE W. NORRIS, added materi.ally 
to the irritation and to the desire that .the cause of it be removed. 

The fact that many of these same Republicans who are now anxious 
to see 'Mr. Daugherty get out believe that a mountain has been made 
of a molehill has nothing to do with the ca e. They do not accuse 
Mr. Daugherty of crookedness. Some of them do not even regard his 
alleged actions as reprehensible but as something incomparably worse-
political stupidity. 

Not only has ·Mr. Daugherty, they point out, hurt himself by his 
course, and not only is be hurting every 'Republican candidate for office 
this fall by having through it given the Democrats what they have 
made into a fine talking point, but there is the in tance of Senator 
JAMBS E. 'VATSON, of Indiana, who was pretty well left out on a limb 

. as a result of his attempt to rush to the defense of a member of Presi
dent Harding's Cabinet. 

DllMOCRATS S.E:illKING ISSUES. 
All this at a time as one angry Republican points out, when the 

Democrats are terribly hard up for good issues on which to attempt 
to arouse the people. The constant harping on the Newberry ca.se, 
they say, and the recent attempt of Senator PAT HARRISON to compare 
the expenditure of Gifford Pinchot and his wife in Pennsylvania to 
tho e of NEWEE'RR~ in Michigan offer the be t proof of.:this. 

Mr. Daugherty, according to the Republicans iwho are irritated over 
the situation, bas only himself to blame. tor the pr~ent #a~ 9n ~ 

in connection with the Morse case. Senator CARAWAY had no in!lide 
information when he began his drive on the .Attorney General. His 
friends say that he was not even on a fishing expedition, but merely 
trying to get away with a partisan attack. He admitted on the tloor 
that he bad no proof and was talking entirely from hearsay. 

The Attorney General maintained silence, but Senator WATSON, of 
Indiana, a strong friend of the admini tration and generally regarded 
as an astute politician, did not like the politicai aspect of the situation. 
"Re called up the Attorney General. What was said may be left to the 
imagination, but at any rate Mr. WATSON seized the first opportune 
moment to make denial of Senator CA.BAWA-Y'S charges. 

Twenty days later Mr. Daugherty admitted the Caraway accusation 
and repudiated the Watso11 defense. Mr. WATSON had this •printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD without comment. Six days later Mr. 
Daugherty decided to make _public the details, giving his side of the 
case. 

NONE EAGk"R TO DEFEND DAUGHERTY. 
All of which leaves the Republicans in Congress guessing as to what 

Mr. Daugherty will do next. One thing is very certain. Not one of 
them is now going to rush in to Mr. Daugherty's defense when some 
new attack is made unless .he has something definite to fall back on. 
In addition, the general desire is for each candidate to get his own 
campaign as ·tieparate and distinct from the Attorney General as pos
sible, especially as Mr. Daugherty and Mr. NlllWB.ERRl'. seem to be the 
chief issues of the Democrats -so far. 

· It is conceded by Democrats as well as contended by Republicans 
that had Mr. Daugherty made a frank statement-such as he did 
make-immediately after Senator CAluWAY began his attacks, .and 

-without any seemingly authorized denials such as that made for the 
.Attorney General by Senator JAMES E. WATSON, the whole thing would 
have blown over without attracting any ·great amount of public atten
tion. Certainly there would have been little excuse ior the Democrats 
to keep harping on it. 

Whatever may come, however, the Republicans on Capitol Hill know 
Warren G. Harding ·well enough to know that be is not going to maim 
a Jonah out of Mr. Daughe1·ty. Mr. Harding do-esn't throw hls friends 
ove-rboard, even when the crew think such an act will change the luck 
or the weather. The President is distressed over the criticisms being 
hurled at his old friend Daugherty, but while he may think Mr. Daugh
erty has handled the publicity badly and been caught in a bad trap by 
the common political enemy, he intends to stand by him. 

H.ARDING STANDS BY Filll\lND. 

It Mr. Daugherty should resign, which as a matter of fact would ·ur
prise most observers hera, the "President, so far from feeling a sense of 
politieal relief, will actually be greatly concerned. This is not, as hu.s 
been frequently stated of late, because of a sense of gratitude to Mr. 
Daugherty for what the Attorney .General did during the preconvcntion 
campaign of 1920. As a matter or fo.ct, Harding bad before him pretty 
good- evidence during that campaign that he could make better progr ss 
il he would not make Mr. Daugherty his campaign manager. He will 
not throw him ·overboard now for the same reason that be did not throw 
him overboard when Daugherty's enemies ih Ohio be~ged him to in 
1920. The reason is simply and solely that Warren Harding <loes not 
throw his old friends overboard . 

It was Senator TOM WATSON'S denunciati-On of Herbert Hoover tbat 
brought the White House statement to-day, but it served to call up the 
whole series of recent events which have given rise to curiosity as to 
how Mr. Harding' well-known urbanity is withstanding th constant 
assaults upon bis Cabinet officers. And it was made evident at the 
executive offices, while the White House gardens were enveloped in 
-rainy gloom, and -while beyond at the Capitol ne\v vituperation was 
being heaped upon Attorney General Daugherty, that the President was 
thoroughly vexed. 

His speech Tuesday at the Lincoln Memorial dedication, when he 
dwelt at length upon Lincoln's fortitude under -criticism, bad no 
special significance, as applied to Mr. Harding's own tribulations, ac
cording to the White House spokesman, nor did the President wi. h to 
deal with the attacks which were being made upon members of the 
Cabinet. Yet it was represented to be Mr. Harding's wish to speak 
frankly what was in his heart concerning certain matters. 

HARDING CRITICIZES PRESS. 
Then, while the protest was at its clima:x or feeling, the White House 

spokesman declared that Mr. Harding felt, as one who understood the 
workings of the press, that he was warranted in directing criticism 
at the Wa hington newspaper men. The trouble with them, it was 
declared, was that they gave too much space to the critics. 

That. it was saiU, was all wrong. That was not helping to better 
the world. Why, it was asked, should they not devote their attention 
to things worth while and cease to encourage those who criticize 
unjustly and who belittle those undertakings which represent a sincere 
desire to achieve better conditions? 

President Harding, it was asserted :teelingly, was sensitive about 
some of · these things. 

CONDITTON OF THE ARMENIAN PEOPLE, 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read 

some letters in the nature of petitions. They are brief and re
late to the rumor or announcement emanating from va:rious 
chancelleries to the effect that the Armenian people are to be 
delivered over to the Turk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre
tary will read as requested. 

The reading clerk read as follows: 
DOUGLAS, ARIZ., Mav f6, 192$. 

Hon. HENRY F. ASHURST, 
United States Senate Oha1nber, Washm.gton, D. 0. 

:MOST HONORABLE Sm: I have recently beard with great distress that 
there is a plan on foot by the allied powers to return the long-suffering 
Armenians to the ban.dB of the unspeakable Tu1·k. To me this is un
thinkable. My whole nature revolts at the suggestion, and I believe it 

-will be so to the soul of every true American. . 
I humbly beseech you to use your good offices to have our Govem

ment to exert every possible influence to protect .the present and future 
interests of this heroic and worthy people, anti, above all, to save tl!em 
from the murderous hand of the Ti.irk. 

I believe I am expressing the feeling of my p<'ople h<>re nt Dou~las 
and . .of the Presbyterians of our State. 

Yost-respectfully yours, C'. _ . FoRE.ll.a~, . 
Pastor l're11b11terian Church.. 



1922. CONGRESSIONAL · RECORD-SEN ATE. 8093 
MINISTERIAL ASSOCIATION, 

Douglas, Ar,~., May 21, 19~. 
l\fr. IIE~RY F . .ASHURST, 

United State8 Efonate, Washington, D. 0. 
IIONORABLE AND DBAR Sra : At a meeting of the Ministerial Associa

tion of Douglas, Ariz., the following resolution was unantmously 
adopted: 

"That we are opposed to in trusting the Armenians to the sovereignty 
of the Turk, and plead that your inth1ence be used to assure a protected 
countrv in the'interest of the Armenians." 

·sincerely yours, 
WILBUR FISK, President. 
S. F. FRASER, Clerk. 

l\Ir. President, this resolution may be considered innocu
ous. I concede that it fails to express what I think should 
be stated by the Senate of the l: nited ~tate , or to de
clare a policy that I think should be pursued by this Re
public in dealing with the Armenian situation. However, the 
resolutions which I have heretofore offered, and which do 
call for a more vigorous policy, have not met with the approval 
of the administration, nor have they been reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. Indeed, I do not think, no 
matter what the individual opinions of the members of the com
mittee may be, that an affirmath·e report will be had with 

MESA, ARIZ., May 29, 19U. espe t t 'th r f them Hon. HEXRY F. ASH('RST, r c 0 ei e 0 • 
United States Senate, Washington, D. a. In offering this resolution I am not abandoning the former 

DE.\R Sm: Wherea the Armenians were one of our allies in the late ones, nor taking the position that a less \igorous policy should 
war and fought for its ideals; and be pursued than that suggested in former resolutions. Indeed, 

Whereas in consequence of their loyalty they suffered untold perse- ~fr. President, I feel that this Republic should announce to cution, almost to the extent of annihilation; and 
Whereas the Allies, as well as our own country, pledged them a safe Turkey and to the allied nations and to the worl<]. that it does 

area for themselves and thC'irb ~ihldren: and . s of dollars to save have a profound interest -in the Republic of A..rmenia and in the 
Whereas the .American 'PU llc as given mi enforcement of the provisions of the Sevres treaty, and that it the remnant of this shattered race; and 
Whereas the allied powers nre preparing a trea~y with the Tui;kish looks with abhorrence upon the cruel and sanguinary acts of 

n,atio:ialisti:; which threatens t<? return the Armemans to unrestricted the Ottoman Turks and their policy of exterminating not only 
'Iurk1sh control: Therefore lJe it th A • b t th Ch · t' · •t· f d 'th· A · R e ·olv e<l That we the members and friends of the First Baptist e .-i.rmemans u e ns ian mmon ies oun wi m ~na-
Church of 'Mesa, Ariz .. here n~sembled, express o'?r stron7 sentiment I tolia and territory under the control of the Ottoman Turks. 
anq horror at the !hought of e~posing the Armemans to urther suf· I In my opinion the President of the United States could with ferrng and persecution; and be 1t also . . 

Resohed, That we are opposed to intrusting the Armenians to the propriety suggest to our former allies that they enforce the 
sovereignty of the Turk.: and be it further . terms of the Sevres treaty and effectually act to protect the 

Rcsoli;ed, That we m:nt~lr and earne tly p~tition you as <JUr Senator Armenian people from destruction. The Turks were our ene-to use every means w1thrn your power to give the Armenians a pro· . . 
t ected country. TB:~ FrnsT BAPTIST CHuaca OF MESA ARIZ. mies, and though we did not declare war agamst Turkey, never-

By F. E. IIawEs, Minister. ' ' thele s it was a belligerent, a s much so as was Austria. The 
RoYAL H. WHITAKER, 01turch Cle1·1'. Turkish armies were arrayed against tlle military forces with 

l\Ir. ASHURST. l\Ir. Pres:dent, in presenting tllese letters- which ouT Nation was allied, and they were aiding our enemies, 
and doubtles I .shall ba\e occasion later to present more of though, perhaps, none of the Turkish military forces came into 
the same tenor-I do o from a sense of duty, and for the addi- direct contact with the armies of t he United State . While we 
tional reasons that their s;entiments meet my views entirely. did not participate in the Sevres treaty. we ar~ interested in its 
It is shocking· to any humane per on to think th~t the Arme- ! terms and can not, in my opinion, look with indifference or 
nians may be delh·ered owr to the Turk. Armenia was ffrnn- 1 apathy upon the course of the nations parties to the treaty, 
gelized in the year 33 A. D. by Apostles fresh from the com- even though the t:"nited States was not a signatory to the same. 
pany and memory of our Lord, and Armenia has stood the storm The Armenians and the Greeks fought for the same cause for 
of centuries. It is frightful to conte.mplate that these people which our ·Soldiers fought. It was announced repeatedly by 
shall be further exploited by the barbarous and murderous officials of the United States, a~ well .as by the allied Govern
Turk. ments, that with the termination of the war and the triumph of 

In causing these letter, in the form of petitions, to be read, the allied cause, the Armenian race should be protected and the 
I do so in the hope that they may in some war reach ::ind in- Armenian people should have a Government of their own. 
:fluence the various chancelleries contemplating any action, and The Armenian troops bra.-ely fought upon a hundred battle 
I hope that protests will come not only from Arizona but from 1 fields against the Turks and against the forces of the Central 
every other part of the l:nited _States against deliyering to the I Empires. "'hen Russia withdrew. from the contest the heroic 
Turk a mandate or any authority over the Armemans. Armenian troops held the Caucasian front for many long and 

l\Ir. KING. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from weary months against the Turkish armie led by German offi
Arizona [Mr. ASHURST] has called attention to conditions in cer and aided in eYery way possible by the Central Power·. 
Turkey and to the barbarous treatment which is now being ac- 1 Their brave and heroic resistance prevented the Turkish forces 
corded to the Armenian race and to all the Christian population from entering the oil fields of Baku, and this reacted to the 
'\ithin the borders of the Angora Government. I have upon a 1 advantage of the allied forces, including the American troop ; 
number of occasions offered resolutions challenging attention 

1 
upon the westem front. 

to the brutalities and barbarities of the Turks and to their I Ludendorf in hi · )Jemoirs. declares that the failure to ob
ev.id~nt determinat~on to e:rtermi~ate all. C~ristia_n peoples tain oil fro~ the region of the Ca ·pian Sea contributed to the 
w1thrn the boundaries of the Turkish Empire rn Asia. The ·e defeat of the Central Empire::::. The Armenian troops aml the 
resolutio~ .have not received the support of Co~g.ress, .nor are Syrian troop fought bravely in Palestine and Syria and mate
they rece1vmg the approval of the present ~dm1mstration.. I rially contributed to the successes which came to General 

One of the _resolutions a ked ~hat the PresH;1ent of .the Uruted Allenby and to French armies in the Levant. Armenians from 
States use his good offices to mduce the alhed n~t10ns to en- the t;nited State· were found fighting upon many battle fronts. 
force the treaty of Sevres and protect the Armeman race ancl and their blood was shed not only in behalf of the redemptiou 
the Hellenic people of Asiu 1\Iinor from further atrocities 3;nd of their natirn Jand but to pref;er~e this Republic and the cause 
from the exterminating polic~ of the ~urks. I r~gret no act~on of civilization. 
has been t~en by the Foreign Relations Committee to which And the gallant Greeks also gave their lives fighting against 
the resolution was sent. Nor has the State Department or _the the Turks and the Bulo-arians and the Central Empires. We 
President taken any _steps to show the sympathy of the. U~1ted have not appreciated th~ heroic sacrifices made by the Hellenic 
States for ~e suffermg ~nd ~unf~rtunate people, or t? ~d1cate peoples. by the Syrian .. . and by the Armenians. We have not 
that the Uruted States 'iew:s wit~ abho~rence the wicked and understood the martyrdom which has come to them. and now. 
cruel oours~ pursued by the Kemahst r~gime. . . when the wa r i.' oYer. we close our eyes to the atrocitiei;: and 
. l\1r. President. I shall offer another resolution-on~ wh1cJ:i. cruelties perpetra ted by the Ottoman Turks upon the Christian 
it seE·rns ~o me, should promptly be adopted. I have dilute<l .1t minorities in A ia :;,\linor. in Syria, in Armenia, and in those 
to the P?mt of extreme weakness. Even those w.ho are ~f~~ud communities where the Turks are found to be in the majority. 
of spea~mg for the. fallen and the w:eak, or entanglmg the Umt~d The soil of Anatolia has been reddened by the blood of hun
States .1~ the affairs ~f other nations, can find ~o pretex;t, m dreds of thousands of Armenians and Pontian Greeks. Eveu 
ruy opm10n, for refusmg assent to such re olut10n. It is as now the Kemalist forces are murdering and butchering men. 
follows: women. and children who have been driven from their homes Senate Resolution 300. 

Whereas the Govemme>nt of the United States has recognized along the southern borders of the Black Sea. and from Cilicia 
Armenia as a free an<1 independent state; an<l and from the vilayets which con!':tituted the Republic of Ar-

Whereas the f'rt>vernment anfl people of the United States have a menia . . The bloodthirsty Turks have determined to exterminate 
special concern for the political independence and territorial in tegrity the Armenians and to destroy the Chri::itian population inhabitof Armenia and for tbe welfare and security of the .Armenian people: 
Now, therefore. be it ing the littoral 'of the Black Rea . the ~myrna district, Cilicia, 

R<'.<1olv ed, That it is the , e.nse of the Senate that the Government of the Turkish yilayet. of Armenia, and, indeed. all who reside in 
the nited States can not regard with indifference attempts or projects any part of Anatolia. More than a million Armenians were 
to oppre. s the Armenian people or to deprive the Republic of .Armenia I murdered by the Tur·ks, led by Germans, durinir the war, and of its status as a free and independent stat,E>- ~ 
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tens of thousands hp. ve been deported and· slain by th.ese fiends 
sinae the armistice W1}.S signed. 

The allied nations al'e doing nothing to protect A'rmenia nGr 
to enforce the ti:eaty of Sevres; indeed, France and Italy have 
furnished munitions of· war- tG the Kemalist forces, who have 
turned' their weapons upon the Christian peGples, and ha'Ve th.us 
contributed to their martyrdom. 

I repeat, this resolution which I have offered is somewhat 
enemie. It is the least that we could -.y: It should oo unani-· 
mously agreed to in the Senate. In drafting it I have d1iawn• 
largely fr.om a communication addressed by Daniel. Webster, 
when Secretary of State, to our minister to Great Britain, re:
garding Liberia., and also. a · note addr.essed· by J.ohn. Hay, when 
Secretary of State; to ou.r ambassador to. France, which also · 
related to Liberia. Mr~ Webster's note is as follows: 

This Government regards Liberia as occupying- a pecnliar position+ 
and as posse.ssi,,n.g peeuliar- claims to the friendly consideration Gt alL 
Christian pGw.ers; that this Government will be at all timefr prepared 
to interpose its good offices to prevent any encroachment by Liberia 
upon any just right of any nation ; and that it would be very- unwilling 
to see- it despoiled ot. its: teITitory righ:tfully acquired, or impropel'ly 
restrained in, the exercise· ot its necessary rights- and· powers. 

Mr. Hay's note is as follows: 
The Government of the United States having recognized Liberia 

feels tha.t it has a peculiai: interest in its citizens and could. not be 
justified in regarding with indifference: any; a.ttempt .to oppress them 
or deprive them of their independ.ence. 

Are we less concerned for two or three million Christians in 
Asiai Mino~ than we· were in the Government of Liberia? I1l 
there was not violation of international pr:oprieties in speaking 
for Liberia, shall it be· said. that it is improper to speak for 
Armenia, and the Greek and Ssrian .Peoplej who a.re tlrrea.tened 
with destruction:? 

I have stated the United- States has r~ognized .Armenia, as 
an. independent nation. P:resident W·ilson " .as. selected .. by our 
former allies to aid• in delimiting" the boundaries o:ii the Ar
menian Republic. He· acceptied the trust, an~ after. making 
full investigation, repo:i:ted, fixing the western boundaries of 
Anmenia. Elis action was approved by the powers; as well as 
by the Armenian people. The. Armenian Republic was organ
ized as a nation and had an areai of 26,491 square miles. As a· 
matter o:I fact, when first organized, its area was 42,000· square 
miles. There are now- more th-an a million and ai quarter of 
Armenians within the boundaries oi the republic. So far as. I 
'can; ascertain, there are in what is called Turkish Armenia 
and Russian Armenia approximately 2,250,000 Armenians. 
Those in. Turkish A.nmenia are being deported a.nd butchered, 
anil unless the Christian nations of the world interpose foi: 
their preservation the Ottoman Turks and the Kurds will soon.er 
or later destroy them. 

Mr. President, I offer anether resolution: which, after being 
rea<l, I . ask to be referred to the· Committee on Foreign Rela
tions. The :fesolution is as f<>llowS-; 

Senate Resolution 301. 
W·her.ea-s the systemati.a deportations, murders, and outrag~ which 

ha~ been. continuously practiced a,-gainst the Christian minorities in 
Anatolia and within the boundaries of the Armenian Republic by the 
so-called Kemalist Government, having its seat at Angora, have re
cently been confirmed in reports made by American citizens en~aged· 
in relief work in. .Anatolia,. which. rePQrts ha.ve been published in urea:t 
Britain and. in the United States, and have received the official notice 
or the British. Government · and 

Whereas such reports inCUCate that it is the purpose of· said· Kemalist 
Gov~rnment to continue· such systematic deportations, murders, and 
outrages as a . nationalist policy; and 

Whereas on or about the 12th of May, ultimo, the British Government 
dispatched to the Government of the United States a suggestion and 
invitation that the American: high commission.er at Constan:tinople 
be authorized and instructed to act in. conjunction with. the high. com
missioners of Great Britain and the other powers in Constantinople 
to con.tluct an iuvestigation of the atrocities and• outra;ges whiehi have 
been committed, upon Christian minorities in Anatolia by and under 
the authority of said Kemalist Government; and 

Whereas such investigation is necessary in order to authoritatively 
establish the facts aml" to prep~e and arrange adequate measures 
against the recurrence of sucb <>utra.ges-, for the protection of the 
Christian minorities in Anatolia, for the rectification of the sanguinary 
and intolerable conditions which exist in Anatolia, and for the general 
pacification. of Anatolia: Now, therefore, be it 

Res-olve.d, That it is the sease of the- Senate that the Go.vernment 
of the United States sh~mld accept the said invitation of the British 
Government and"' authoTize the American high commissioner at Con· 
sta.ntinople, by himself and: through competent deputies, to a.ct in, 
conjunction with th-e bigh commissioners of Great Britain and the 
othei: powers, to investigate outrages a.nd atrecities committed.. aga.in.st 
the Cht:istian minorities in Anatolia and other places where- th:e Otto
man Turks a.re found, and to ascertain the facts and determine the 
re ponsihility therefor, as the basis for the formulation of adequate 
measures for the prevention of the recurrence of such atrocities, for 
the protection of such Christian minorities, and the. pacification of 
.Anatolia. 

Mr. President, I have in my hand the London Times under 
date of May 16", 1923. The subject to which I am now calling 
attention was brought before the House of Commons for con~ 

: sideration, ,and Mr. Chamberlain, replying to 1\Ir. T. P. O'Connor, 
stated: 

Confirmation has been received of tbe statements contained in tbe 
recent rep·ort to Major Yow~ll-

Major Yowell, as I understand, was an American-
to whiah, I presume, the honorable member refers. With· the p&rmis
sion: of, thei House I will , read out two telegrams from Ilis Maje ty's · 
high commissioner at Constantinople on the subject, d'ated May IO. 
The first runs : 

"'I have interviewed· at great length Doctor Ward"-
Doctor Ward; as Senators know, is an American. He is now 

en route fon the, United States. He was deported by the Turks, 
and he has given evidence to the people in Constantinople, arid 
his reports have been in part published in the United States 
of the atrocities which had been and were being committed by 
the Turks, and the probable annihilation of the Armenians in 
various sections of Anatolia and the Armenian Republic, as well 
as the destruction of thousands and hundreds of thou~unds of 
the Greeks who res · upGn the southern borders of the Black 
Sea, 

Let me add that centuries before the Christian ei:a Hellenic 
peoples settled upon the southern borders of the Ela.ck Sea, and 
dUring a:ll the years intervening they· and their descendants 
have maintained their Hellenic culture and idEals. 

I will continue reading from the Times: 
I have interviewed at grea..t len..ath Doctor Wru:d, ot Near Eastern 

Relief Commission, who had just arrived fJ:om K.ha.rput., which he le-ft 
March 15. He corroborates statements as to treatment of minorities 
containeq in telegram from Constantinople published in the Times of 
May 5. The Turks· appear to be working on a deliberate plan to get 
rid of minorities. Their method• bas· been to collect at Amasia Ottoman 
Greeks from· region between Samson and Treblilond. These Greeks are 
maxchedi from Amafila via. Toka.t: and Sivas ·as fall as €3..esarea, an.d Uum 
back again, until they are eventually sent tb1·ough. Kharpu.t to the ea,st. 
In. this man:ner a large number of deportees die on. the Toad from ha rd
ship1.a.ndr exp.Gsure. The Tu.rHs can say th.ey· did not a-ctually klll these 
refugees., but a comparisoni may; be instituted with th2 way i.1lJ which the 
Tw:ks formerly got rid of dogs at Constantinople, by la.nding them on. 
an island where th:ey die~ of' hunger and thirst. Large numbers of 
depo:rtees who were being sent to· Van and Bitlis passed· through Khar
pnt between June and December -last year. Now that. spring ha& come 
these deportations have begun again. Once these gangs have passed. 
Diarbekr, which is the last American relief station, Americans losp an 
track of them, but Doctor W.ard has little doubt that man:y. deportees 
die in the mountains east of that place. Tm·ks in preference choo~e 
winter weather for driving these deportees into mountains. American 
Near Eastern Relief was not allowed to shelter children whose parents 
had' di:ed on the road. These children were driven forward with other 
deportees. Doctor Ward himself laJ>t year in December counted; 150 
bodies on the road hetween Kbarput and Malatia. A. fellow worker 
saw and counted 1,500 bod·ies · on- the road to Kbarput, and 2,000 de
portees died on tire road> east of that place. Two-thirds· o:ll Greek de
portees a.re women and children~ 

At present fresh deportation outrages a.re starting in all parts of 
Asia Minor• from northern seaports to southeastern district.. Turkish 
official at bead educational department at Kharput told DoctGr Ward 
as. an. illustration. of Turkish ineffiaiency that in 1915' Tu.rks1 ha.d not 
made a clean job of massacres. He said that next time Turks would 
take care to do their work thoroughly: Doctor Ward indorMd Signor 
Tuozzi's sta..tement of January, last that deliberate policy of Turks is 
to ex.terminate mino.rities. He considers that they axe accelerating 
their activities in this respect before peace settlement, and he stated 
that ~f ac;t~on is not- taken soon- J.>roblem w~ll be solved by disa-ppearance 
of nunonbes. I am coBfirmed! IIL my bebef that- the- Turkish- .Protests 
now being received in regard to alleged Greek excesses are- designed to. 
divert attention ftom Turkish. atrocities. Another American of mgh. 
character and standing, who ca.:me with Doctor Ward, states that Doc
tOll' Gibb.on, tormerl-y a.. professor at Robert College-, who has just been 
visiting Greek_ front, and, went into Tu.rkish· lines, reports. that Greeks 
have behaved well in Afiun Ka.rahlssar-Aidin. sectol.'s; also tbat MUS"-Ul" 
man population seem quite content with Greek rule in these di triets. 

I shall not take the time of the Senate to, read the second 
and· third telegrams which appear here, but I ask that they too 
be inserted in the RECORD. ' ' 

There being no objection, the telegrams were order.ed to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[Second telegram.] 
Furth.er reliable information received. from American. relief worke1·s, 

dated· April 25, shows that whole Greek population from the age of 15 
upwarw of Tll'e"\liwnd a-~-ea; and1 its hinterland is being dei>orted,' ap" 
parently to labor battalions at Erzerum, Ka.I·s, and, Sarikanrvsh.. Since 
armistice proposa.L there has been marked recrudescence of th.ese depor
tations, which. are carried out in conditions of terrible hardship, and 
now embrace bank employees and others whose position had hitherto 
exempted them. Tbere are· numbers. o.ll Christian women and children 
in, deplorable straits in. Trebizt>nd. wh.o. have been driven out of their 
villages. I have also received other repoTts, dating back to Septembe1·, 
1921, o! deportations of· Armeniall'S from· Zeitum. 

[Third telegram.] 
Information reported by you as received in the main from an Ameti· 

can relief worker reveals such an appalling tale of barbarity and cruelty 
now being practiced. by the Angora Turks as part of a systematic policy 
for the extermination of Christian minorities in Asia Minor that His 
Majesty's Gover.mnent, who have in the proposed. terms of. pelli!e- as
sumed a seri-0us responsibility for the futw:e protection of these minori-

1 ties, can not allow. such reports to remain unin.vestigated or such inci
dents to continue unchecked. I am informing the French, Italian, 
and American ambassadors o! our opinion, with a view to securing 
th.eir cooperation in action which, I now. propose, and. I am requesting 
them to ask their Governments to send instructions to their high com-

. missioners at Constantinople to act in. concert with. you. My proposal 
(this is a tele~ram, Mr. Chamberlain explained, from the secretary of 



1922. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 8095 
state for loreign affairs) is tbat each of these four powers sh-0uld at 
once depute a carefully selected officer to proceed to Trebizond, or what
ever Black Sea port may be suitable, with a view to proceeding to such 
places in the interior as may best enable them to make the necessary 
investigations. The permission of the Angora authorities will have to 
be sought and facilities demanded. It will be difficult for them to 
refuse the e, since it is their contention either that the deportations 
and the massacres have n.ot taken place or that they have been provoked 
by the conduct of the Greek and other minorities themselves. Should 
permission, nevertheless, be refused, His Majesty's Government will 
have to reconsider their entire attitude toward the peace proposals, 
which obviously could not be pursued with any chance of success in 
such conditions as I have described. It is inconceivable that Europe 
should agree to hand back to Turkish rule, without the most stringent 
guaranties, communities who would be liable to be treated in the man
ner described by competent American witnesses, whose reports, more
over, are confirmed by independent information in our possession. 

l\lr. KING. Doctor Ward and a number of Americans have re
cently been deported by the Turks from Armenia, where they 
were witnesses of the cruelties and barbarities committed by the 
Turks upon the Armenian and Christian minorities. Permit me to 
state that the barbarous treatment and the exterminating poli
cies are not confined to Armenia. As Senators know, Anatolia 
consists of that great stretch of territory bounded upon the 
north by the Black Sea, upon the south by the Mediterranean 
Sea, and upon the east by what may be denominated the Meso
potamian region. Syria also borders it upon the southeast. On 
the west it overlooks the Bosphorus and Constantinople. 
Within the Smyrna district there were, at the end of the war, 
nearly a million Greeks. In what might be called Pontian 
Greece, bordering the northeast, there were more than three
quarters of a million of the Hellenic race. In Syria there were 
hundreds of thousands of Syrian Christians, and in eastern 
Anatolia, or Turkish Armenia, there were, as I have stated, 
hundreds of thousands of Armenians. 

When the French troops withdrew from Cilicia, thousands 
of Armenians who were there gathered were murdered. It has 
not been definitely determined how many of the Greeks were 
driven from Pontus and how many have been killed, but we 
know that of the three-quarters of a million Greeks who in
habited the littoral of the North Sea the great majority have 
been driven from their homes and hundreds of thousands have 
been killed. Hundreds of towns have been burned and ruin 
and desolation have followed in the wake of the cruel and ad
vaneillg hordes of Ottoman Turks. Pontus was Hellenic rather 
than Turkish, but nevertheless it has been subject to Turkish 
rule for several hundred years. Nearly 1,000 years B. C. repre
sentatives of the Hellenic race settled upon the southern borders 
of the Black Sea and founded a Greek State. Their descend
ants have since that time occupied that extensive district, per
haps five or six hundred miles east.erly and westerly and extend
ing from the Black Sea into the interior for varying distances. 
From that time until the present they there preserved Greek 
culture and resisted with great heroism the hordes of Tartars 
and Turks and Asiatics as they advanced, during the centuries 
that passed, in their westward march. 

When they were overcome by the force of numbers, they still 
maintained their t?aditions, their language, their religion, their 
culture; and because of their superior intellectual powers and 
their superior c1viliza.tion the Turks have now determined upon 
~eir destruet~o~ Accordingly, as I have stated, they have, 
smce the armistice, pursued a policy looking to the extermina
tion of this heroic people. 

The Turks, as I have stated, have determined to destroy the 
Greeks and the Armenians who inhabit Anatolia and Armenia. 
They are defying the allied nations, disregarding the terms of 
the treaty of Sevres, and continuing their barbarous policy of 
extermination. 

Shall nothing be done by the Christian nations of the world 
to pres~rve these peoples from destruction? Mr. President 
while the blood of Christians is now being shed, this Natio~ 

· does not even lift its voice in protest. I wish the Senate would 
lift its voice in solemn protest against the wicked and cruel 
course of Turkey. I wish this Republic would demand of the 
Kemalist Government that it cease its atrocities and conform 
its course to the dictates of justice and to the demands of 
civilization. 

Mr. President, I ask that these two resolutions be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That reference will be made. 
ATTORNEY GENERAL DAUGHERTY. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, on April 7 I called 
to the attention of the Senate a memorandum addressed by 

1 
Mr. Rush Holland, Assistant Attorney General, to his chief. 
the Attorney General of the United States, in which he spoke 

· of nominations for judicial positions in the Hawaiian Islands. 
It is brief, and I read it at this time from the RECORD of the date 
mentioned. : 

MEMORANDUM FOR THB ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

Hon. Robert Shingle, Republican national committeeman for the Ter
ritory of Hawaii, has recommended the appointment of Emil C. Peters, 
ol Honol~u, to be chief justice of the Supreme Court of the Territor, 
of Ha_wail, vice James L. Coke, term expired. He also recommends 
Antomo M. Perry, of Honolulu, to be associate justice of the Supreme 
Court of the Territory of Hawaii, vice Samuel B. Kemp, term expired. 

In addition to the recommendation of Mr. Shingle, the above-named 
gentlemen are recomme~ed by the Republican central committee and 
by the bar association of the islands. This matter has been carefully 
gone. into, and both .Mr. Perry and Mr. Peters appear to be eminently 
qu~ed for the positions for which they are recommended, and their 
selection meets the approval of the large majority of the bar association 
and of the leading Republicans of the islands. 

There is at present no Delegate from the islands. Prince Kalanianaole 
recently died and the election of his successor has not yet taken place. 
It is believed that if these nominations are made now that such action 
will materially aid the Republican candidate for Delegate I recom-
mend that the appointments be made. · 

Respectfully, HOLLAND, 
Asststant Attorney General. 

I believe that the ideals prevailing in the Department of 
Justice on April 7, or thereabouts, as evidenced by this letter,· 
were quite generally condemned in this body upon both sides 
when attention was directed to the matter. To utilize the op
portunity to make appointments to judicial positions for political 
ends seems such a prostitution of the judiciary as to call for 
universal reprehension. 

'Ve have not in anywise been advised, however, that any 
rebuke was administered to Mr. Holland for entertaining such 
sentiments as were expressed in the letter, or for penning the 
same. So far as I am advised, he still holds the place be 
occupied at the time the letter was penned, as Assistant At-
torney General in charge of appointments. . . 

I am pleased to note, however, from an address made on 
yesterday by the Attorney General, that v-ery much higher 
Ideals now prevail in that department, and I feel it due to the 
Attorney General to call attention to his present views on the 
matter of appointments to judicial positions, notwithstanding 
the fact that apparently the ideas of Mr. Holland had his 
approval at the time, since the letter was sent to him and the 
nominations were promptly transmitted to the Senate. 

In an address delivered a few days ago to the Bar Association 
of the State of lliinois the Attorney General said: 

The. apJJointment of a Federal ju!lge requires the most painstaking 
investigation of the men under consideration. In grading men if there 
is no question as to their honesty and their ability, I would' discount 
brains as a matter of fact 10 per cent for an additional 5 per cent of 
the right kind of courage. 

It became, in my judgment, advisable upon a certain occasion to 
write a 1:10te to the President in connection with the appointment of a. 
Federal Judge. At the time the note was written I did not expect the 
letter would ever be published, but in conneetion with my visit up--0n 
this occasion I have the President's consent to make it public. 

The letter was written on April 8, 1922, acknowledging the reconr
men~ation by a very <µstinguished gentleman of this country urging the 
appomtment of certam men to the Federal bench in case additional 
judges were provided for. In this letter I said to the President : 

APPOINTMENTS HARD TASK. 

"You will hardly have a harder task than that of appointing the 
judges under the bill which recently passed the House and Senate and 
is now in conference, and I know that you are impressed with the im
portance of inquiring fully into the qualifications of every man before 
a decision is reached. I shall make no committals of any kind that 
might in the least embarrass you or this department. I never commit 
myself to any appointment in this department which you are required 
to make without first giving you all the facts and conferring and co-
operating with you. · 

"' Because of the pride I have in this department and in the judiciary 
and my desire that this administration shall be credited with the ap
pointment of judges of high standing, to the end that the judieiar_y shall 
stand for years as an example and a susta.ining force in the Govern
ment, and because I !eel that this department will stand or fall with 
the final decision in connection with these a\)pointments, we must take 
sufficient time and make thorough investigation before committing our
selves to appointments. 

" Senators and Representatives and political influences generally 
should be given to understand that they must not expect, as a matter of 
patronage, to dominate or dictate these appointments, and before they 
get immovably behind anybody we should be consulted." 

I apprehend that, in view of these splendid sentiments just 
expressed by the Attorney General, he will promptly dismiss 
from the service Mr. Holland, who seems to entertain views 
quite at variance with those of the Atto1mey General. 

:MESSAGE FROl.i THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9344) provid
ing for the appropriation of funds for acquiring additional. 
water rights for Indians on the Crow Reservation, in Montana, 
whose lands are irrigable under the Two Leggins Irrigation 
Canal. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the-Olli (H. R. 10871) making 
appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities ot 
the War Department for the fiseal y-ear ending .Tune 30, 1923~ 

•· 
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and for other imrposes ; requested a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing T"otes of the two Houses thereon; and that 
::\Ir. ANTHONY, l\lr. STAFFORD, and. l\lr. SISSON were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at the conference. 

WAR DEP ABTMENT APPROPIUA TION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 

the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10871) making appropriations for 
the military and nonmilitary activities of the War Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, and for other purposes, 
and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments, agree to the request of the other 
House for a conference, and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate. • 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. WADS WORTH, Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. SPENCER, l\fr. 
HITCHCOCK, and Mr. HARRIS conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 
REPAIRING AND RESTORING OF LEVEES ON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations, I 
report back favorably without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 339) making available funds for repairing and re
storing levees on the Mississippi River above Cairo, Ill. As it is 
an urgent matter, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was 
read as follows: 

Resol·ve<l, etc., That an amount, not exceeding $100,000, of the funds 
authorized to be expended by Public Resolution No. 54, approved May 
2, 1922, is hereby made available as an emergency fund to be expended 1 
by the Mississippi River Commission, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, for repairing and restoring any levees on the Mississippi River 
above Cairo, Ill., which have been destroyed or seriously injured by the 
recent floods of the Mississippi River and which ue not now within, 
but may, before June 15, 1922, be brought within, the provisions of the 
act entitled "An act to provide for the control of floods of the Missis
,.c;ippi River and of the Sacramento River, and for other purposes," ap
proved March 1, 1917 : Provided, That if the Mississippi River Commis
sion finds that the levee or drainage district in which the broken levee is 
situated can not legally, by or before June 15, 1922, comply with sec
tion ( b) of such act of l\Iarch 1, 1917, the commission may accept, in 
this emergency, bonds of standing approved by it in amount sufficient 
to cover not less than one-third of the cost involved: Provided fttrther, 
That nothing in this resolution shall be construed as authorizing a 
departure from the established practice of the commission except so 
far as may be necessary to permit the restoration of broken levees in 
districts which are willing but can not legally comply with said method 
of procedure in time to avoid another threatened overflow this year. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REPORT OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I shall not take more than a 
moment of the Senate's time. I merely desire to sul>mit a 
report as the chairman of the Public Buildings Commission. 
That commission was created on ·March 1, 1919, and since its 
creation I have been making an annual report of its activities. 
I ask that the report which I now present for the last year be 
printed in the RECORD without feading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The report is as follows : 

REPORT OJI' THE PUBLIC BUILDINGS COMMISSION. 

The Public Buildings Commission, created by the act of March 1, 

~~v1n9ediso~h~~~l~d 4,~ g~ ca~~~%~~~ ap;tfii:\ri~trfctce 0¥1 d'o1~~1bi7i~ 
with certain exceptions. In creating the commission Congress was 
undoubtedly actuated by a desire to effect a reduction in the Govern
ment's enormous expenditures for the rental of office space in the 
District of Columbia. The commission has, therefore, kept this idea 
uppermost in mind in carrying on its work, and has adopted a policy 
of requiring the departments to vacate rented space whenever prac
ticable. The following table, whic!1 shows the annual rental expendi
tures of the various departments three years ago as compared to the 
rentals being paid at this time, will show what has been accomplished: 

Department. Annual rental Annual rental 
May 22, 1919. May 22, 1922. 

Agriculture .............. ···--·· ..... ·-·········-·..... $190, 910. 00 $148, 189. 96 
Alien Property Custodian ...... ·····-··············-·. 31, 200. 00 ·-· ••..••..••• 
Bureau of Efficiency ....................•......•.. _ ......................... _ .... __ 
Civil Service Commission ..... _ ........ _............... 16, 875. 00 16, 875. 00 
Commerce .............. _ .........•....•....•.....•... - 66, 900. 00 65, 500. 00 
Court of Claims ....................... _ ... _ .......•................ _ .............. . 
Court of Customs Appeals .................. _ ...... _ .. _ 7, 000. 00 7, 000. 00 
Employees' Compensation Commission .... ---·····-··- 3,600.00 ·······-·-·--· 
Federal Board for Vocational Edut:ation. .. _........... 6, 400. 00 ...••.. _ ... _ .. 
Federal Power Commission .......... ·-···-············ ··-··· ........ ·············-
Federal Trade Commission_ .•........•.......•..• ·.•... 12, 600. 00 •••••••••••••• 
General Accounting Office i .... _ •........... _ .. _ ..• _ .................... _ .....•... _ 

Government Printmg Office ..••••••••..•...••....••..• ······-·············-······· 

·• 

Department. Annual rentallAnnual rental 
May 22, 1919. May 22, 1922. 

Qrain Corporation ................ ·- .......... ·- .. ·- ...... ·--· ..... _ .... ·-· ..... -- · 
Interdepartmental Social Hygiene Boord ................... _ ..................... . 
Interior ............................. _ ..... _............ $23, 000. 00 . _ .. _ ........ . 
International Boundary Commission __ ....... _.... . . . . 2, 040. 00 .... _ •.......• 
International Joint Commission. ...................... . l, 72i. 00 ............. _ 
Interstate Commerce Commission....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72, 058. 04 $72, 05S. 04 

i~~~':.-.-~::::: :: : : :: : : : ::: : : :: : : :: : : : : : : :::: ::::: ::: : :: ~;:?: gg ~;8~: gg 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics .... _ ............................... . 
Panama Canal Office ........... _....................... 7, 500. 00 .•...........• 
Post Office .......................•..••...........•.....•.........................• 
Public Buildings and Grounds ..................•................... . .............. 

=;~~~~~~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2~:~:~ :::::::::::::: 
Superintendent State, War, and Navy Buildings ................................. . 

~~lnr:;::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ---~~~:-~~:-~_ ::::~~~~~~·:~ 
War ..... .. ............... . ·-·························· 111,797.08 29,7\lO.OO 

Total............................................ 1, 135, 897. 28 545, 73. 00 

1 Rented buildings occupied by the General Accountin~ Office am 
being paid for out ot' appropriations for the Treasury Departmeut. 

2 Rentals for buildings occupied by the Raili-oad Aclmin~Rh·ation arc 
now being paid by funds derived from operation of the railroads. 

The difference between these two totals shows a saving to 1he 
Government in rental charges of $590,024.28, to which will shortly 
be added the rental of $49,500 now being paid for the Uooe Buildiug, 
which will be vacated by the Treasury Department on the lf>t of 
September. This will make a total saving in rental charges of 
$639,524.28 annually, and will reduce the rental now being paid by 
the Government for office space in the District of Columbia to 
$49G,373. The commission has several other moves in view at thi~ 
time which it is confidently believed will bring the annual expendi
tures for rental well under $400,000 by the end of the present 

ca~~aro£Ji:t savings of considerable size which the commi!•don haa 
been able to make are, first, the assignment of temporary building 
No. 2, Nineteenth and D Streets NW., to the Interstate ""ommerce 
Commission for the housing of certain fieltl offices of the commis ·ioni 
which were occupying rented buildings in everal cities at an apn!Ja 
cost of $66,418.92. Second, the assignment of temporary buildmg 
No. 7, Eighteenth .and C Streets NW., to the War Department for the 
housing of certain troops on duty in Washington. Offidals of the 
War Department estimate that utilization of the building in this 
manner elfects a saving to the Government of $175,000 :rnnually 1n 
commutation of quarters and subsistence. This saving i of par
ticular interest at this time in view of the propo al recently pre
sented to Cong1·ess to acquire the sites of the temporary buildings 
west of Seventeenth Street. Temporary building No. 7 occupies one 
of the sites it is proposed to acquire. Estimating tbe life of tbe 
building at 10 years, which is conservative, it can readily be f'>een 
that the saving effected by the use of this one structure will in 10 
years pay for the sites of all seven buildings and leave $250,000 to 

sp~Jaing these items of $66,418.92 and 175,000 to $590,024.28, 
which is the amount rentals in the District of ·Columbia have been 
reduced to date, it will be noted that the commission has been directly 
responsible for a reduction in the Government's annual expenditures 
amounting to $831,443.20. 

Another considerable item of saving. which has naturally resulted 
from giving up rented building , is the saving in maintenan<!e charges. 
l\lany Government activities occupying rented quarters were expending 
almost as much for maintenance as for rent. In moving them into 
Government-owned buildings this charge was eliminated almost entirely, 
as they were moved into buildings already being maintained by the 
Government and it is a well-known fact that the cost of maintenance 
of a building varies only slightly whether that building be partially 
or fully occupied. That this saving alone amounts to several hundred 
tho. usand dollars annually is believed to be a very conservative estimate. 

'rhe commission has not found it necessary to employ large clerical 
forces in order to accomplish the above result and has but a single 
employee, the secretary. Of the initial appropriation of $10,000, made 
more ·than three years ago~ there is in the Treasury of the United 
States to-day an unexpendea balance of $1,084.10. 

After three years' experience in dealing with the housing of the 
Government departments in this city, this commission is unanimom;ly 
of the opinion that at the earliest practicable date Congrt>ss should 
adopt a building program which will lead to the housing of Stll Gov
ernment departments in permanent fireproof structures. That the grf'at 
Government of the United States should be n tenant in its own Capital 
City is certainly food for serious reflection, to say the leaAt. Probably • 
no other large government in the world has given so little thought to 
an adequate housing of its activities as this. 

The kind of building best adapted to the needs of the Government 
is the modern office-type structure, designed with due regard for the 
safety, health, and comfort of the people who are to use it. To embark 
upon a program of building Greek temples for housing the Government 
departments is both foolish and unnecessary. These buildings are 
exceedingly expensive and wasteful of space. 

A very illuminating example of a building of this type is the Treas
ury Annex No. 1, located on Pennsylvania Avenue at l\Iadison PI~cf'.

Among the more urgent needs of the Government for new buildmgs 
at this time are: 

AN ARCHIVES BUILDING. 

The erection of a building for the storage of the records and archives 
of the Government is probably the most urgently needed building. 
Aside from the protection it would afford these records from fire, it 
would make available for office purposes many thousand of square 
feet of office space, now being used for storage in the various public 
buildings. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

This department is probably the worst housed institution in the ctty 
of Washington. It is ·now occupying 25 buildings scattered over the 
city and many of them are poorly adapted for office purposes. 
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GENERAL ACCOU TING OFFICll. 

The various divisions of this activity should by all means be housed 
under one roof. They are comp~lled to occupy several rented buildings 
at this time, in order to obtain fireproof space, which is very neces
sary in view of the character of their work. 

TR:mASURY DEPARTMENT. 

'l'he construction or a building for the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
and other outlying bureaus of the department is a most urgent need. 

THE TAlllFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide re-venue, to regu
la te commerce with 4>reign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from- Arkansas [Mr. RoIHN
so. ] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCmrnER]. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. May .the amendment to the amendment 
be i:eported? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The ASSISTANT SEC:&ETABY. In the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER], the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. ROBINSON] moves to strike out " 25 " and 
to insert " 10," so that if amended the part to be inserted would 
read: 

PAR. 201. Bath brick, chrome briek, and :fire brick, not specially 
provided for, 10 per cent ad valorem; magnesite brick, three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. and the Assistant Secretary 

proceeded to call the roll. 
l\.fr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 

with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] to the 
junior Senator from Maryland (Mr. WEL;r..ER] and vote "nay." 

l\lr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I transfer 
my general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS] to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HITCHCOCK] 
and -vote " yea.." 

l\!r. WALSH of Montana (when his name was called). I 
bave a general pair with the senior Senator from New J"ersey 
[l\!r. FRELINGHUYSEN], who is absent. I transfer that pair to 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] and vote 
"yea." 

.1\lr. WARREN (when his name was called). J have a gen
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina. [Mr. 
OVERMAN], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Penn
sylvania [Mr. CROW] and vote "nay." I ask that this an
nouncement of my pair and its transfer may stand for the day. 

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. (when his name was called). I 
transfer my general pair with the senior Senator from Missis
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] to the junior Senator from Oklahoma 
[l\lr. H.ARnELD] and vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\Ir. BALL. I transfer my general pair with the senior Sen

ator from Florida (Mr. FLETCHER] to the junior Senator from 
Ohio [?rir. WII..Lis] and -vote "nay." 

Mr. NEW. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. l\IcKELLA.R] to the juniOI" Senator from South 
Dakota [l\Ir. NORBECK} and vote "nay." 

l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. I have a general pair with the junior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. GI.Ass]. In his absence, I transfer 
that pair to the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. CA.MERo~J 
and vote "nay." 

l\fr. COLT. I transfer my general pair with the junior Sen
ator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] to the junior Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD] and vote "nay.'' 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs: 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma (Mr. OWEN] ; and 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD] with the Senator 

from New Mexico [Mr. JONES]. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 

West VirgiQia [llr. SUTHERLAND] to the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GERRY] and vote "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 21, nays 39, as follows: 
YEAS-21. 

As burst Hetl.in Roh in son Underwood 
Caraway Kini Sheppard Walsh, Mont. 
Cummins La ollette Simmons Watson, Ga.. 
Dial Myers Smith 
Harris Ransdell Stanley 
Hartison Rawson Swanson 

NAYS-39. 
Ball g~prr . Dillingham Gooding 
Broussard Ern t Hale 
Calder Curtis France Johnson 

Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
Ladd 
Lenroot 
Lodge 

McCumb~r 
McKinley 
McLean 
McNary 
Mos.es 
New 

Nicholson 
Oddie 
Page 
PeJ.>per 

~~ES:rter 
Newberry Sbortridze 

NOT VOTING-36. 
Borah Fernald McKeUar 
Brandegee Fletcher Nelson 
Bursum - Frelinghuysen Norbeck 
Cameron Gerry Norris 
Crow Gla s Overman 
Culberson Harreld Owen 
du. Pont Hitchcock Pittman 
Edge Jones, N . .Mex. Pomei·ene 
Elkins McCormiek Reed 

So Mr. ROBINSON'S amendment to Mr. 
ment was rejected. 

Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 

Shields 
Stanfield 
Sutherland 
Townsentl 
Trammell 
Walsh. Mass. 
Weller 
Willia.ms 
Willis 

l\IcCUMBEB's amend-

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
MCCUMBER]. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, before voting on 
the amendment I desire to say a word in Yiew of the renewal 
of the declaration on the part of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
GOODING] that the question before us is as to the integrity of 
the protective tariff system-a question of free trade on the 
one side and the protective tariff UPon the othe:r. 

That view is not entertained uniformly, if it is indeed enter
tained generally, by the. advocates of a protective ta.riff in this 
country. I have before me an editorial appearing yesterday 
morning in the Philadelphia North American. The Philadel
phia North American, as everybody knows, is a Republican 
newst>aper, and is issued from a State which has profited. very 
widely and very largely by protective tariff, and issued from 
a city, Philadelphia, that might properly be spoken of as the 
very citadel of protection. This paper frankly declares that 
it is in favor of the protective principle and in favor of a 
protective tariff, but it is denouncing the measure now under 
consideration by the Senate, and denouncing it because of the 
high, excessive, and unjustifiable rates which Senators upon 
this side have been steadfastly protesting. 

There are two particular features of the editorial to which 
I desire to invite attention, after I have read a portion of it. 
I shall not read it all, but shall ask that it be incorporated 
in full in the RECORD. After reciting the history of tariff legis
lation in a gen.era! way in this country and bringing the dis
cussion down to the time of President Roosevelt. the editorial 
continues: 

IDs eonfiicts with the .reactionary Republican leaders. however, re
vived the issue, and public discontent with the excessive protection 
they had put into the tari1f law impelled Taft, when a candidate in 
1908, to pledge revision downward. After his election, nevel'theless, 
he yielded to the reactionary bo es and si~ed the iniquitous Payne
.Aldrich bill, which revised important schedules upward. The efl'ect 
of this was that frr 1910 the Republicans lost control of Congress, and 
in 1912 the party was repudiated. 

The Democrats put in power as a result of the- Republican split 
undertook to carry out their program of a low protective tarttr, modi
fied by removal of all duty from some products, and passed the Under
wood bill in 1913. This measure pro~d so unpopular that in the 
natural course of events it would have led to Democratic defeat in 
1916; but meanwhile the World War had begun, and the virtual cessa
tion of foreign commerce made the act inoperative and removed the 
tarUf issue tempol'arily from politics. 

Returned to power in 19201 the RepubUean Party has at last under
taken the drafting of a tari1f law of its own. In this action it is 
following precedent, and there is no reason to expect that the process 
which so often has led to a party's defeat has ceased to operate. 

Almost before the votes of the 1920 presidential election had been 
counted the manufacturing interests began to press for a n ew tari1f 
bill to meet their ideas of protection. Some of the demands came 
from manufacturers who had real reason to fear that the Underwood 
bill would enable large quantities of cheaply made European goods, 
held back by war conditions, to trow into the country. On the other 
handJ the most aggressive agitation has been l?romoted by interests 
whicn aim to repeat the old performance of getting the highest duties 
possible, not for legitimate protection against foreign competition, but 
as a shelter behind which to raise prices to the domestic consumer. _ 

A contention whlch has repeatedly been made from this 
side of the Chamber, notably by the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. UND.EE.woon] and the Sena.tor from North Carolina [Mr. 
SIMMONS]. The editorial continues: 

Because the situation in international trade demanded early acti<>.n, 
the Republican leaders sought to meet the demands by passing- an 
emergency tari.lf bill, postponing the enactment of a regular measure 
until conditions had become stabilized. .A..Jiairs in the industrial and 
commercial world are still far from normal, but the pressure upon 
the party leaders has been so strong that they have been forced to 
take up the hazardous task anyway. Moreover, the methods employed 
differ in no essential way from those used in framing former taritr 
measures, methods which so often proved disastrous to the party in 
power. 

There are two factors in tbe present situation which are certain 
to be used by the exploiters in their efl'.orts to get the kind of tari1f 
they want. 

First, the farmers demand prQteetion fox their products. Whereas 
in the past the agri-cultural interests, particularly those of the West, 
stood against the high tariff forces of tbe East, they are now so de-
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termined to get protection that they will make trades with the manu
facturing interests. Second, costs of production abroad can not be 
accurately determined, and the American industrJes will take advan
tage of that fact and drive for the highest duties obtainable. 

For these two reasons it is virtually certain that the new measure 
will set the rates higher than ever before. There is every indication, 
likewise, that the consumers will resent the scramble for plunder, 
and they have shown in the past that eventually they can make their 
protests painfully effective. 

But the situation is complicated this time by still another factor, 
which is loaded with political and economic dynamite. Under the high 
tariffs of the past the United States was a debt<>r nation, and its 
export trade helped to meet its obligations abroad. Since the war, 
however, the United States has been the world's chief creditor na
tion. The balance of trade is billions of dollars in our favor, and 
besides Europe owes us more than $11,000,000,000 for war l<>ans 
and deferred interest. In att£mpts to equalize exchange European 
countries have sent us nearly all their gold and can not pay in that 
metal. The only alternative is for them to liquidate their obligations 
by sending goods, and the tariff bill being framed will set duties so 
high that European goods will virtualJy be shut out. 

In other words, the United States must soon face the question 
whether it will cancel most of the $11,000,000,000 of loans or lower 
the tariff wall so as to admit the European goods that would pay 
them. Upon the Republican Party, already burdened with a distrusted 
tariff. will fall the burden of convincing the people that they ought to 
cancel Europe's colossal indebtedness in <>rder to maintain the high 
duties enacted. 

This newspaper bas been persistently optimistic and still is in that 
mood. It believes that the country is entering an era of prosperity. 
It is satisfied, moreover, that the Republican Party is the better 
fitted to carry on great constructive work, and it would regard the 
re-turn of the Democratic Party to power as a national calamity. 
Nevertheless, as we contemplate the operation of the old, unss:ientific 
logrolling methods of taritr legislation, we feel it would be uncandid 
not to acknowledge that we view the situation with concern for the 
Republican Party and for the Nation. 

l\fr. Pre ident, the protective policy as outlined by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. l\IcLEA.N], for instance, and the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. GOODING] has very many persuasive and taking 
and fetching features. The trouble about the matter is that when
e•er that policy is announced and is embodied in a measure look
ing to the imposition of duties with a view to the protection of 
so-called American industries it inevitably becomes a vicious log
rolling measure. Senators from one State want. a high pro
tective duty upon certain articles. Senators from another State 
want high dutie upon another article. So the thing goes. 
There is no hard and fast written agreement about the matter 
at all, but of course it is understood that there is a general 
understanding, "You support my duties and I will suppol"t 
yours." The vote in this body upon the measure clearly dis
closed that condition of things. 

Another thing, Mr. President, is that it invites the interests 
claiming protection to come here to Washington. They appear 
before the committees and appeal to them, representing one
sidedly their claim for high protective duties, and the consuming 
public generally are not heard in opposition. Take the item 
upon which we just voted, the matter of fire brick, produced 
in the State of .Idaho. It is barely possible, I dare say, that 
some amount of that commodity will reach the great commer
cial cities upon the coast-Portland, Seattle, and Takoma-ancl 
there come into competition possibly with brick, as suggested 
by the Senator from Idaho, that comes in ballast from Scot
land. We put a duty upon fire brick at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Idaho, while the great people of those great cities, 
who must buy the brick at an increased price for the construc
tion of homes, are not heard upon the proposition at all. There 
is no one to represent them. 

Finally, Mr. President, it becomes perfectly obvious to every
one that the situation invites its utilization for political pur
poses. Great, powerful interests in the country come here rep
resented by persuasive and adroit g~ntlemen and get what 
they ask from Republican Members of Congress, and it is the 
most natural thing in the world that they will be expected to 
return the favor and advantage when election time comes 
around. 

So that, even though one may admit the wisdom of the prin
ciple stated in abstract terms, yet when it comes down to the 
actual application of the principle it becomes a matter of solici
tude, as it seems to me, to everyone who is wedded to the 
principle at all to see that the duties are not such as are op
pressive or exist, as stated by this able Republican newspaper, 
merely for the purpose of erecting a wall behind which the 
American producer can exact exorbitant prices from the Ameri
can consumer without the peril of encountering opposition from 
abroad. 

I ask that the editorial may be printed in the RECORD in full. 
There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 

printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
[From the North American, Philadelphia, Friday, June 2, 1922.J 

TARIFF PITFALLS. 
Now that the Republican leaders are unable to hold back tariff legis

lation any longer, and it has become the dominant issue in Congress, 
it may be well to emphasize some facts and opinions which have behind 
them the weight of public acceptance. 

The first is that a protective tariff is as essential to the business life 
of this Nation as food is to human existence. It is as much a specific for 
certain industrial ills as quinine is for malarial fever. But a protective 
tariff, in the same way as overeating or overdosing. aggravates malaclles 
instead of curing them. The taritr treatment should be administereu as 
scientifically and consclentiously as any powerful drug employed as a 
remedial agent. The history of the American tarilI shows that while 
there have been instances of mishandling and abuse of the policy, on 
the whole, it has operated to the incalculable benefit of the country. 

A second fact is that the century-old conflict between the theories of 
free trade and :protection ended in America several years ago in favor 
of the latter prmciple. So long ago as 1894, leading DPmocrats in the 
Senate joined with the Republicans in opposing drastic reduction of 
duties ; and the last tariff bill passed by the Democratic Party, although 
admitting a large number of products free, was, in fact, a protective 
measure. It may be said that the controversy"was officially brought to 
a close when President Wilson sent a special message to Congress advis
ing effective tariff protection for the American dyestuffs industry. To
day there is in Congress not a single outspoken advocate of free trade. 
Protection in principle is no longer a real issue between the Republican 
and Democratic Parties; the division is merely as to the extent of pro
tection that shall be given. 

Ever since the protective tariff pollcy was initiated by AlexandCl' 
Hamilton, the greatest constructive statesman for the formative period 
of the Republic, it has been an important i ·sue between two opposiHg 
schools of political thought. '.l'he economic structure of the countr)' in 
Hamilton's time was almost wholly agricultural. He acted upon the 
belief that the United States would not be able to establish and ml\1n- , 
tain complete independence so long as it had to look to England for 
manufactured goods. He further held that this could not become a 
great and prosperous Nation until it had established an economic bal
ance by developing its industrial capacities as well as its agricul1 nral 
resonrces. Hamilton's Federalists, their Whig successors, and thh Re
publican Party of the last 60 years have upheld the protectionist doc
trine, while the Democratic Party, following the Jeffersonian t racU
tion, stood until recent years for free trade or a tariff for revenue -0nly. 

Throughout the entire period the tariff issue bas been a factor in 
virtually every congressional and presidential contest. During th~ last 
40 years, especially, it not only has influenced elections but repellteuly 
has d1iven one party or the other from power. 

The Garfield-Arthur administration, for example, faced growing criti
cism of the existing high duties, and to meet this Congress in 1883 
made a general revision of the tariff; but the changes did not s1ttisfy 
the public, and in 1884 the Democrats won the Presidency for thf" first 
time since the Civil War. Cleveland inaugurated a vigo1·ous a~sault 
upon the protective policy, and his party in the House prepared 1t bill 
embodying drastic reductions. Republican control of the Senate pre
vented legislation, and the issue dominated the 1888 campaign, in 
which Harrison defeated Cleveland. 

The McKinley Act of 1890 embodied the idea of high protection, and 
two years later the administration was defeated, Cleveland being elected 
the second time, on a pledge of tariff reduction. The result was 
passage of the Wilson Act of 1894 ; but although this measure was so 
far from the Cleveland idea that be let it become a law without bis 
signature, it enabled the Republicans to make protection a promine11t 
issue in 1896, and the Democratic Party was overthrown again. In the 
following year the Dingley bill, with increased duties, was enacted. 
Thereafter the old controversy was obscured for a time, first by tho 
Spanish-American War and then by the realignment over the policieS" 
inaugurated by Roosevelt durin~ his seven years in the White Bouse. 

His conflicts with the reactionary Republican leaders, however, re
vived the issue, and public discontent with the excessive protection they 
had put into the tariff law impelled Taft, when a candidate in 1908, 
to pledge revision downward. After bis election, nevertheless, he 
yielded to the reactionary bosses and signed the iniquitous Payne
Aldrich bill, which revised important schedules upward. The effect of 
this was that in 1910 the Republicans lost control of Congress, and in 
1912 the party was repudiated. 

The Democrats, put in power as a result of the Republican split, 
undertook to carry out their program of a low protective tariff, modi
fied by removal of all duty from some products, and passed the D'nder
wood bill in 1913. This measure proved so unpopular that in the 
natural course of events it would have led to Democratic defeat in 
1916; but meanwhile the World War bad begun, and the virtual 
cessation of foreign commerce made the act inoperative and removed 
the tariff issue temporarily from politics. 

Returned to power in 1920, the Republican Party has at last under
taken the drafting of a tariff law of its own. In this action it is foJlow
ing precedent, and there is no reason to expect that the process which 
so often has led to a party's defeat has ceased to operate . . 

When a large majority of the American people came to accept the 
protective principle as a national policy the controversy <>ver free trade 
as against tariff protection vanished as a legitimate political issue. 
From that time the question has been purely economic, a matter to be 
detei·mined on the basis of facts and not of partisan tradition or theory. 
Intelligent advocates of the protective principle fought J?ersistently for 
establishment of a permanent, nonpartisan tariff commission, empowered 
to determine from time to time the amount of protection which might 
legitlma tely be given to the various industries

1 
the basic factor being 

the difference in the cost of production of fore gn-made and American
made goods. 

This demand derived great momentum when it was made a principal 
plank in the Progressive platform of 1912, and afterwards was adopted 
by both the Republican and Democratic Parties. Eventually a tariff 
commission was established, but before it had begun to function effec
tively the outbreak of the war stopped imports and at the same time 
provided an unlimited foreign market for American goods. Moreover, 
since the return of peace it has been impossible to apply the principles 
adopted, since the demoralization of European currencies and the chaotic 
conditions of foreign exchange prevent any sound comparison of produc
tion costs here and abroad. 

Almost before the votes of the 1920 presidential election had been 
counted the manufacturing interests began to press for a new tariff bill 
to meet their ideas of protection. Some of the demands came from 
manufacturers who had real reason to fear that the Underwood bill 
would enable large quantities of cheaply made European goods, held 
back by war conditions, to flow into the country. On the other hand, 
the most aggressive agitation has been promoted by interests which aim 
to repeat the old performance of getting the highest duties possible, 
not for legitimate protection against foreign competition but as a shelter 
behind which to raise prices to the domestic consumer. 

Because the situation in international trade demanded early action, 
the Republican leaders sought to meet the demands by passing an emer-
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gency tariff b!ll, postponing the enactment of a regular measure until 
conditions bad become stabilized. Affairs in the industrial and commer
cial world are still far from normal, but the pressure upon the party 
leaders has been so strong that they have been forced to t ake up the 
hazardous task anyway . • Moreover, the methods employed differ in no 
essential way from those used in framing former tariff rueasures
methods which so often proved disastrous to the party in power. 

There are two factors in the presf!nt situation which are certain to be 
used by the exploiters in their efforts to get the kind of tariff they 
want. 

First, the farmers demand protection for their products. Whereas in 
the past the agricult ural interests, particularly those of the West, stood 
against the high-tariff forces of the East, they are now so determined to 
get protection that they will make trades with the manufacturing inter
ests. Secondh costs of production abroad can not be accurately deter
mined, and t e American industries will take advantage of that fact 
and drive for the highest duties obtainable. 

For these two reasons it is virtually certain that the new measure 
will set the· rates higher than ever before. There is every indication~ 
likewise, that the consumers will resent the scramble for plunder; ano 
they have shown in the past that eventually they can make their pro
tests painful1y effective. 

But the situation is complicated this time by still another factor, 
which is loaded with political and economic dynamite. Under the high 
tariffs of the past the United States was a debtor nation, and its export 
trade helped to meet its obligations abroad. Since the war, however, 
the United States has been the world's chief creditor nation. The bal
ance of trade is billions of dollars in our favor, and, besides, Europe 
owes us more than $11,000,000,000 for war loans and deferred interest. 
In attempts to equalize exchange European countries have sent us 
nearly all their gold, and · can not pay in that metal. The only alterna
tive is for them to liquidate their obligations by sending goods-and 
the tariff bill being framed will set duties so high that European goods 
will virtually be shut out. 

In other words, the United States must soon face the question 
whether it will cancel most of the $11,000,000,000 of loans or lower the 
tariff wall so as to admit the European goods that would pay them. 
Upon the Republican Party, already burdened with a distrusted tariff, 
will fall the burden of convincing the people that they ought to cancel 
Europe's colossal indebtedness in order to maintain the high duties 
enacted. 

This newspaper has been persistently optimistic and still is in that 
mood. It believes that the country is entering an era of prosperity. It 
is satisfied, moreover, that the Republican Party is the better fitted to 
carry on great constructive work, and it would regard the return of the 
Democratic Party to power as a national calamity. Nevertheless, as we 
contemplate the ope.ration of. the old unscientific, log-rolling methods of 
tariff legislation, we feel it would be uncawid not to acknowledge that 
we view the situation with concern for tlie Republican Party and for 
the Nation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next 

amendment. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The next amendment proposed by 

the Sena tor from Nor th Dakota is, on page 217, after line 5, to 
insert a new paragraph to read as follows : 

PAR. 1535a. Brick, not specially provided for: Provided, That if any 
country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of government im
poses a duty on such brick imported from the United States, an equal 
duty shall be imposed upon such brick coming into the United States 
from such country. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to modify the amendment by add
ing after the word " country " a comma and the words " de
pendency, province, or other subdivision of government," so as 
to make the provision definite and certain. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. After the word "country," at the 
end of the proposed amendment, insert a comma and the words 
"dependency, province, or other subdivision of government." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have no objection to 
that. The Senator has a right to perfect his amendment. 

Mr. President, the amendment having been perfected, I desire 
to move to strike out the proviso. Under the proposal of the 
chairman of the Finance Committee ordinary brick are seem
ingly taken from the tax list and placed on the free list and 
then a proviso is added that, for the time being, at least, estab
lishes an embargo instead of a tax. If the amendment propo ed 
by the chairman of the committee, representing the committee, 
merely placed common brick on the free list I should most 
gladly cooperate with him; but he adds the proviso to his mo
tion to the effect that they shall not go on the free list so long 
as an~ other country imposes a tax: on brick imported from this 
country. 

Tlle effect of the amendment, although seemingly it puts ordi
nary brick on the free list, will be that instead of putting a tax 
on such brick at the customhouse we are going to prohibit their 
importation from the only country in the world from which im
portations might be expected. 

I realize what the proviso means. I have no doubt that some 
Senators · in proposing it think that by imposing reciprocal 
duties on brick Canada may be induced to lower or eliminate 
her tariff duty on brick. I myself entertained a similar view 
9 or 10 years ago, and in the present law there was a.n effort 
made to bring about reciprocity of trade by providing that we 
should reduce or eliminate our duties when the other country 
did likewise. As a matter of fact, practically all of those pro-
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visions related to Canada; but the experience of 10 years bas 
proYen that they are ineffective ; that th-ey have not produced 
results. 

I know of no more striking instance of that than the efforts 
that were made to bring about reciprocity in the trade in pulp 
wood, the raw material from which newsprint paper is made, in 
order to provide a necessary supply for the .American press on 
which to print their newspapers. We put such provisions into 
the bill which is now the law in order to accomplish results 
of that kind, but they have proven ineffective; they have pro
duced no results. 

Everyone who is familiar with conditions in Canada, and 
will judge of the future with the light of the past staring him 
in the fare, knows that the amendment which the Senator from 
North Dakota has just proposed will afford no relief whatever. 
The Senator is seemingly giving us bread, but in reality he 
hands us a stone, because by his amendment he makes the 
tariff wall higher than it was when bricks were left on the 
tax list. Tbe Senator now proposes to put bricks on the free 
list if Canada puts them on the free list, knowing that Canada 
will not reciprocate. Therefore his proposal in reality is to put 
an embargo on brick coming in from Canada, brick being one of 
the materials from which the homes in America must be built. 
Therefore I have moved to strike out the proviso. If that be 
done we may have some little competition, som~ little threat 
.against a great monopoly which is prer-enting the building of 
homes in America ; but that monopoly will rejoice and welcome 
with open arms the proposal of the Senator from North Dakota, 
knowing that instead of a tax behind which they may stand and 
exercise their powers of monopoly they are going to have a wall 
built over which nothing can come. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of reciprocity in trade and com
merce between the United States and Canada. The Senator 
from Idaho [l\fr. GooDING] this morning justified his position in 
contending for a duty on brick by stating that Canada imposes 
a duty on brick imported from the United States. Of course, 
if we are to enact laws only for the interest of those who manu
facture and are to have no regard for those who must consume, 
that argument may be sound; but to follow the argument to its 
logical conclusion, if our neighbors propose to raise a tax on 
food, then we must burden our consumers with a tax on food, no 
matter in what dire stress they may be for the necessities of 
life. 

But I wish to answer the Senator's argument from another 
standpoint-not one of reason but one of fact. The contention 
is made that we must tax goods coming from Canada, because 
Canada taxes goods coming from the United States. Where uoes 
the responsibility lie-with the Canadians or with oursel"rns? 
At this good hour it lies under the dome of this Capitol, here 
in the United States Senate. l\1ore than 10 years ago a Repub
lican President, realizing that there were no stronger bonds 
that might tie a people together than the bonds of commerce aud 
tra<le, proposed a treaty or understanding with the Dominion 
of Canada under which we might hav-e at least partial reci
procity in trade. His party was then in power in both branches 
of the Congress. He negotiated a treaty with Canada and sub
mitted it to the Congress for ratification. A Republican Con
gress, wedded to the idol of protection, wedded to the llelief that 
the only way a manufacturer could exist in this count ry was to 
build a prohibitive wall around the United States and allow 
nothing to come in that seriously affected him, regardless of 
the effect on the American people, defeated the proposal of 
their President. A few months afterwards, in response to the 
mandate of the American people, a Democratic majority took 
possession of the House of Representatives. The Republican 
President who proposed this reciprocal arrangement with 
Canada, whereby she should lower her gates to our commerce 
and we should lower our gates to hers, sent for me to come to 
the White House and asked, if he called an extra session of 
Congress, if the Democratic Party would pass a bill providing 
for reciprocal trade with Canada; and, after consulting my col
leagues, I assured him that it would be done. The extra session 
of Congress was called. I introduced the bill, and it passed the 
Congress, was signed by the President, became the law of the 
land, and is now on the statute books. 

Unfortunately, when the matter was submitted to the Cana
dian Parliament, Laurier, then Premier of Canada, went to 
the country on the proposal. Canada was not prepared for the 
issue, and on account of other issues being involved the oppo· 
sition came into power, the Conservative Party, and no action 
was taken for nearly a decade as to reciprocal tariff duties. 
Then the reaction came. The Conservative Party lost control 
of the Parliament. It was dissolved, and they went to the 
country, and the Liberals, who favored reciprocity in trade be-
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tween the United Sta.tes and Canada, were returned to power 
by an overwhelming majority, and are in power to-day. 

I know, because I talked to him personally in regard to the 
matter before he was selected as Premier of Canada, that the 
present leader of the Canadian Government favors reciprocity 
in trade relations between these countries. I know that he sent 
one of the ministers of his Government to Washington within 
the last few months to feel out the present administration as 
to whether they were willing to act under the law of the land, 
the law that never has been repealed, the law that has been on 
tbe statute books in favor of reciprocity with Canada for nearly 
10 years, and join with Canada in a reciprocal treatment 
that would encourage tbe trade of both nations; and I have 
L>een told that this minister of the Canadian Government, their 
representative, was received with slight courtesy in Washing
ton, and sent back to his home with the understanding that this 
administration will not recognize the principle of reciprocity 
between Canada and the United States, notwithstanding it is a 
law on the statute books. 

If you really wanted Canada to reduce the tax: on brick so 
that American brick could flow across the border and at cer
tain points Canadian brick could come into this country and 
compete, your administration in an hour could vitalize the 
proposition, could make it a living entity, without waiting for 
the passage of this tariff bill; but you do not want it. You 
ordered the Canadian envoy home, you repudiated the action of 
a Republican President, and you spit upon the law of the land ; 
so I say that when you add to this amendment, seemingly 
in favor of allowing brick to come into this country without a 
tax, a proviso that it shall not come in if Canada levies a tax 
against brick, you are putting a joker into this bill, you are 
sandbagging your own proposal by putting on it a proviso that 
means the erection of an embargo instead of a tax:. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator whether 

it is not true that Canada was well satisfied with the Under
wood law, and would be satisfied to-day but for the emergency 
tariff act, because under the Underwood law the rates upon 
imports from Canada were, as a rule, very much less than the 
rates imposed by Canada upon imports from the United States? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the Senator candidly that 
when the present law, which the Senator calls the Underwood 
law, was passed, it was passed shortly after a bill was passed 
recognizing reciprocity between Canada and the United States; 
and with a view to encouraging reciprocity of trade and com
merce between Canada and the United States I did not attempt, 
so far as I was concerned-and I think I can speak for the com
mittee that sat with me and wrote the bill-to establish embar
goes against Canadian trade. 

I have often been charged with being a free trader, but I 
never have heen a free trader. I do not believe in a protective 
tariff ; I do not believe in embargoes against commerce ; but I 
believe it is a convenient way to raise revenue to levy reason
able taxes at the customhouse that do not interfere with reason
able importations from abroad and do not place embargoes on 
trade, and I am more in favor of that proposition between the 
United States and Canada than any other country in· the world. 

The Canadians are our brothers in kin. Only recently they 
haYe been our brothers in arms. No country on this globe made 
greater sacrifice for the cause of the Allies than did the Cana
dian -soldiers. Hundreds of thousands of American farmer boys 
crossed the line and builded their homes in Canada. As far as 
I am concerned, I would make the trade relations between this 
country and Canada as free and full as possible. I would tear 
down the impediments to trade. I would welcome the tying 
to this country of Canada, and the tying to Canada of the 
United States of America, by bonds of trade that would make 
us inseparable for the future, make us brothers in commerce, 
brothers in war, and brothers in kin. 

l\lr. McCUMBER. l\Ir. President, I can readily understand 
why one who believes in free trade can also be a sincere friend 
of the reciprocity agreement that was entered into between this 
country. and Canada under President Taft; but I can not agree 
with the philosophy of the Senator from Alabama in his de
scription of what that meant to the United States and to. Can
ada, and whether that law is still alive. 

Let us see the conditions. 
President Taft presented his scheme for reciprocity. with Can

ada, in which most of the agricultural products, which were the 
things the Canadians desired to get rid of, should come in com
petition with the agricultural products of the United States, 
while most of the manufactured products would be reasonably 
well taken care of. It seemed to touch the heart of the manu
facturing section of the country, but it did not appeal to those 

who believed in the principle of protection and not merely the 
selfish ideals of some of the protectionists. 
· That was submitted to one Republican Congress, and I think I 
did as much as any one Senator in batt.l'ing against it. It was 
defeated ; and then, as the Senator from Alabama says. the 
President of the United States consulted with the leader of the 
Democratic forces in the country. He made a mistake, I think, 
when he did that. I think he should have consulted with the 
Republicans rather than with the hereditary enemies of Repub
lican principles; and, as the Senator from Alabama says, a 
coalition was made between a few of those who repre ented the 
manufacturing interests and the whole Democratic Party, and 
it was an unholy alliance which was strongly repudiated by the 
American people at the next election. 

Mr. POMEREi~E. l\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield, with pleasure. 
l\Ir. POMERENE. The Senator bas referred to those who 

believe in protection as opposing the Canadian reciprocity leg
islation. 

Mr. l\IcCU!.IBER. I said those who believe in protection as 
a principle, and not as a matter of locar benefit. 

Mr. POl\fERENEl. I recognize that fact, but my recollection 
is that there were a very large number of Republicans who 
voted in favor o;f the reciprocity legislation. Does the Senator 
mean by his statement to say that the Republicans who voted 
for that reciprocity legislation were not protectionists? 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. No, l\Ir. President; I stated that there 
was a certain element of the manufacturing interests, whose 
interests were not injured in any way, who joined in the 
movement for Canadian reciprocity, while what would be 
called to-day the farm bloc was earnestly against it. 

It went over to the next session. The alliance was formed, 
and, as I remember it, with a solid Democratic vote in favor or 
it and a few Republica~ votes on this side in favor of it, con
siderably in the minority upon this side, we passed the Canadian 
reciprocity pact. Then it was submitted to Canada, and it was 
submitted to the voters of Canada, and the voters turned it 
down. 

I am not discussing whether they acted in accordance with 
their own interests or whether they were governed, as I believe 
they were, by what they considered a patriotic principle to st8:nd 
by their own country and to develop it as a manufacturmg 
country; but the fac_t is that it was repudiated by a vote of the 
Canadian people. 

There was an offer on one side. The other side refused the 
offer und refused it in the strongest way they could refuse it. 
It w~s an offer to take effect at the time it was passed, not 10 
years thereafter, or 20 or 30 years thereafter. It was an offer, 
and the offer was refused. That ended it. The law, so far as 
it remained upon the statute books, was and is Jl. dead letter. 
It is not a law to-day. 

When the Democratic Party came into power, they did not 
recognize it. They immediately passed a tariff law as though 
we had never made an offer of that character. Then the Re
publican Party came into power again, and it recognizes that 
that was an offer, that the offer was refused, and that that was 
the end of the proposition. 

The Senator says that a representative from Canada came 
down here and received scant courtesy, as he understands. On 
the contrary, the representative of the Canadian Government 
discussed the matter with me, asked candidly whether we re
garded that law as an open offer still in existence, and I told 
him candidly that we did not. He came down to see whet her 
there would be any possibility of renewing the reciprocity offer, 
and suggested that if it was offered again they would accept it, 
and I candidly informed him that it would not be offered again. 
That was courteous. He said that was the view he had gotten 
from everyone he had talked with upon the subject, •that it 
would be useless for them to attempt at this time to renew the 
Canadian pact. 

I do not think the argument which the Senator from Alabama 
makes, based upon the reciprocity agreement, is a very good 
one when you consider the result. One of the strongest ele
ments of objection against the Taft administration throughout 
the United States was the Canadian reciprocal agreement. I do 
not say that there were not other matters which \Vere ta.ken 
into consideration, but that was the chief objection to his ad
ministration. 

I know a great many people now claim that the only issue in 
the last campaign was the issue against a league of nations or 
an agreement with other nations. There were a great many 
issues which entered into the last campaign, and it would be 
unfair to say that any one of them was the only issue in that 
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campaign. There was a mighty big change in the vote from one 
side to the other, but it was not due to that alone, although it 
was an important feature in the dissatisfaction with the last 
administration. 

Let us see whether the Senator from Alabama is entirely con
sistent. He says be believes in reciprocity,· and I want the 
Senator's attention to this, if I may have it, because I want to 
place his own argument in the RECORD. The Senator says he 
believes in a reciprocal relation with Canada. Very well. If 
we say to Canada, "We will give you free trade in brick on con
dition that you giYe us free trade in brick," that would be a 
reciprocal arrangement, and the Senator believes in it. But if 
we say to Canada, " If you put 25 per cent ad valorem upon 
brick, then we will put 25 per cent on brick," that is not re
ciprocal, according to the Senator. What is the difference? 
The only difference is between a reciprocal tariff and a recipro
cal free trade. They mean exactly the same thing. 

Under the free trade we say to Canada that we will allow 
their brick to come in free just so long as they allow us to 
export brick to Canada free. Under the tariff reciprocal-and 
that is all it is-we say to Canada, "We will continue to levy 
a duty of 22! per cent ad valorem just so long as you fix a duty 
of 22! per cent ad valorem." They are both reciprocal. The 
one depends upon the other. The moment Canada takes off her 
22! per cent duty, off goes our 22! per cent duty. 

I think I would agree with the Senator from Alabama upon 
one element in this matter, and that is the idea of taking some
body else's tariff as a basis in fixing ours. I say most candidly 
that I do not like that method of making a tariff bill ; but the 
majority of the committee always rules in determining what 
rate we shall fix upon any item, and while I must say it is per
fectly fair in this instanc~ I do not think it would be a good 
policy to adopt that princlple to any great extent. It is just as 
fair as a reciprocity proposition is fair, but we ought to levy 
our duties according to the needs of the country, especially if it 
is a protective duty, and that which we reserve to om·selves we 
ought to grant as a right to our neighbors. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, my friend from North Da
kota, always very frank and candid, said he did not like the 
method which was adopted, but he was overruled by the major
ity of the committee. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I did not say I was overruled, but I stated 
that the majority ruled. 

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator may put it in that way. Does 
not the Senator think, under those circumstances, that his col
leagues on the tl-Oor of the Senate ought to have the benefit of 
his direct vote on that proposition, the same as in the com
mittee? 

Mr. McCUMBER. My direct vote is to sustain what we con
sidered to be for the best interests, as the committee recom
mended. If it were a question of great importance, if it were 
important at all, I might reserve the right to take a different 
view. But we must act together on this side in putting a bill 
through, the same as Senators do on the other side. 

Mr. POl\IERENE. They must act together, if they are going 
to put it through, I think that is true; but, in oth~r words, the 
Senator' position, as I construe it, is that on the floor of the 
Senate he is willing to vote against his convictions as expressed 
by his vote in the committee. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; the Senator knows 
nothing about my vote in the committee. 

Mr. POl\IERENE. I imply know w~at the Senator bas said 
on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I said that the majority of the committee 
voted in this way, and I am not stating what was my vote or 
the vote of any other Senator. I think, so far as this particular 
item is concerned, the. rate is fair. I am stating as a general 
proposition that I do not believe in the policy of fixing our tariffs 
on the basis adopted by some other country in fixing its tariff, 
and in that I think the Senator from Ohio will undoubtedly 
agree with me. 

Mr. POMERENE. Of course, Mr. President, we shoulrl not 
be absolutely bound by what other countries do, I agree with the 
Senator: but I have regretted ever since the day of the defeat 
of the reciprocity pact that it was not adopted. I think we 
would be better off, and every element of society would be 
better off to-day. 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. I know the Senator thinks that way, but I 
believe we would be immensely worse off. However, we will 
not stop to discuss that now. 

The Senator fi·om .Alabama says that by allowing this tariff 
we do not afford relief against a monopoly. I want the Senator 
to stop and think of that for just a moment. You have free 
ti:ade now, have you not? You have no relief against the monop
oly, have you? The monopoly was formed under free trade; it 

exists under free trade ; and if it was formed and exists under 
free trade I do not believe the Senator thinks for a single 
moment that it is going to be continued by reason of charging 
for a few thousand brick which come over from Canada. 
· But if I understand it correctly, the monopoly has already 
been dissolved; a consent decree has been ·entered through the 
activity of the Attorney General. If that be true, then the 
monopoly which was created under free trade, which drew its 
breath of life under that benign policy, has gone out of existence 
by reason of the action of the law itself. 

I want to read to the Senator a little statement from the 
Tariff Commission report. I have stated many times that this 
tariff will affect only a few localities along the Canadian bor
der; tbat it will not affect in any degree the general price of 
brick throughout the United States. I want to substantiate 
that by the finding of the Tariff Commission. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, the Senator said in this 
connection that it would not affect the price of brick except in 
a few localities. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That was my statement. 
Mr. POl\IERENE. Of course the Senator will concede that it 

will result in increasing the price of brick to the consumers of 
brick in those localities, will he not? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It may. I assume that it probably will in 
those localities. 

Mr. POMERENE. I think that is a more accurate statement. 
Mr. McCUMBER. If Canada would just relieve from the 

22! per cent tax, we would have free brick on both sides. But 
this is what the Tariff Commission says: 

Structural brick is the most important clay product manufactured 
in the United States. The production surpasses in value the total pro
duction of pottery and chinaware or of all other clay products. 

Suitable clays are widely distributed, and hrlcks are produced in every 
State and Territory except Hawaii and Alaska. · 

Now note: 
The in~~Y is local in character, very few bricks being .shipped 

more than a fe-yv miles. LocaJ demand is enormous near the large cen
ters of population. 

Now, that is correct. On account of the weight of the brick, 
as a rule it is shipped only a few miles. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Washington in 

the chair). Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the 
Senator from New York? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield. 
Mr. CALDER. I will state that all the common brick used 

for structural purposes in and about New York City come from 
points within 100 miles of that city. We have great brick 
plants on the Hudson River and along the Shrewsbury River 
and the Newark Bay section of New Jersey. Rarely, if ever, 
to my knowledge have brick come to that city on the railroad 
cars. They always come in on barges floated down the river or 
across the bay from New Jersey. 

With the permission of the Senator, I may add that just now 
brick are higher than at almost any other period in the history 
of the article in and about New York. Last spring they sold 
at the wharf at about $12 per 1,000, and now $17 is being paid. 
That comes from the shortage of brick, due to one of two 
causes,-either a premeditated. effort upon the part of producers 
to limit the supply or else perhaps their neglect in estimating 
the amount needed. 

We are having in New York to-day the greatest building boom ' 
the city has ever seen. We are using more brick than we 
ever •used before. When the brick come to the wharf to-day 
they ai·e so much in demand that those who need them are 
bidding for them. We have had a small shipment of brick 
from Denmark recently. Those brick ~re being imported--

Mr. POI\IERENE. How many of those brick came in? 
Mr. CALDER. Only a few thousand; but they are oemg 

brought in for the purpose of determining whether or not they 
can be used to advantage and whether they can compete with 
our brick in the way of price. The freight charges on them 
from Denmark would be about $4 a thousand. The price of 
the brick in Denmark is $7 a thousand, which would make $11 
a thousand, plus the profit in the handling. If the price of 
domestic brick continues as at present, at the price now being 
asked, there is no doubt in my mind that more brick will come 
in from Denmark. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. Mr. President, about the imports of brick, 
·this agaiii is the finding of the Tariff Commission : 

Imports of common brick are negligible and are confined to shipments 
from Canadian plants to points in the United States near the inter
national boundary. 

I think that is all I need to read from the Tariff Commission 
report. It is a matter which affects, as I stated before, a few 
Canadian brickkilns that manufacture a few thou and brick, 
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as against the American, rigltt .across the line. I admit that 
it is not important. It will not affect in any way the general 
price ot brick throughout the. United States, but it ma.y pos
sibly affect the price to some. extent · along the border on: ·a. 
few thousand brick that would be imported witho11t the tariff 
duty. 

Now, Mr. President, I wai:tt to say in addition to what I 
ha rn said before that I regard the Qanadian reciprocity pact 
as a dead letter in the law, for the ·reason that the offer was 
made and refused. The conditions have changed since. "\Ve 
have made new laws upon the subject on the assumption that 
it has been declined and that the offer is no longer extant; 
but to be certain that no one could claim that it was still in 
existence, we have inserted a special provision in the bill re
pealing it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I realized that the Sen
ator was proposing to repeal a law which he says did not exist. 
That is why I did not interrupt the Senator in his argument, 
because I know it is very much more satisfactory to speak with
out interruption. 

I stated in my argument that the responsibility for the lack 
of reciprocity and for the fact that Canada insisted on high 
duties against the commerce of the United States rested in this 
Chamber with the Republican Party, and it does. The Senator 
from North Dakota has admitted it. Of course he announces, 
with a sweep of his hand as if he were the law itself, that be
cause Canada did not at once accept the proposal for reci
procity in trade which was made by the United States, that it 
was wiped out; that it does not exist; that it bas gone. Well. 
Mr. President, it is a new way to repeal a law by the negative 
action of some person. 

But, as I intended to point out, the Senator, as he has ad
mitted, makes the argument that there is no reciprocity law 
exi ting. He says he told the minister of the Canadian Gov
ernment that it no longer existed; but, as I intended to point 
out to him, which he admits, he thinks it so much a law, so much 
on the statute books, that he puts a clause within the borders 
of the bill to repeal it. 

Of course the policy of the Republican Party is so much. 
against reciprocity in trade that they a:re going to repeal an 
offer for reciprocity in trade, and the Senator is only admitting, 
more strongly than I could state the case, what I charged him 
with a moment ago, that the reason why we did not have 
reciprocity in trade, the reason why Canadian duties rested 
on American commerce, was because it is the policy of the Re
publican Party that the gates ot commerce should be closed be
tween this country and Canada. I am sure the Senator from 
North Dakota will not deny it. He pleads guilty to the charge 
in the items ot this bill. 

Now the Senator says that he, in part, ls willing to have 
reciprocity and he evidences it by this clause in the bill, and 
asserts with much pride that although he repudiates reciproc
ity in trade by the terms of his bill repealing that law, that 
we authorize it now; that this is l"eciprocal trade; that this 
provision brings about reciprocity in trade, and we are only 
wafting for Canada to lower the door. The Senator knows as 
well as I do that we do not bring about reciprocity of trade on 
one item. An item that we want lowered going into Canada 
may be of no interest whatever to Canada or not of enough 
interest to cause her to lower her tariff rate, and that usually 
is the case. If Canada admits one of our products into her 
country, it is usually because of her goods not coming into our 
country and there being a balance of commerce on this side of 
the line for that particular article. Of course, if she is going 
to admit that article into her country, she wants some article 
from Canada to :flow in }lere. 

l\ir. McCUMBER. Mr. President--
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield to the Senator from North Da

kota. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator tell me why Canada re

fused the reciprocity o:tfer? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Canada refused it for many reasons. I 

will not say that Canada was not opposed t<) reciprocity in trade 
at that time, because I can not say it. I am willing to admit 
the record as it was ma.de at that time. But th~ Senator 
knows that there were many other questions which drove the 
Laurier Liberal Party out of power, and returned the Con· 
servative Party. Tbe Senator knows that western Canada, 
made up largely of sons and descendants of American citizens,· 
voted with the Conservatives and drove the Laurier government 
out of pow.er. Yet those same men in western Canada to-day 
make up almost unitedly the majorities of the liberal govern
ment under Mackenzie King, the premier of that government. 
There has been an entire reversal of sentiment, and because the 
sentiment a few years ago was not willing to meet us is no 

argument against 6ur accepting the opportunity when sentiment 
in Canada has changed and we can make reciprocal trade an 
existing fact instead of a theory as the Senator would make 
it on brick. 
· The Senator knows we can not bring about reciproca.l trade 
on one item. He• knows it is absurd to contend that ~e can. 
More than that, we have contended here for hours about this 
schedule. It is not because the item is so great--

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
another question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. It it is wicked to put it in this bill nt this 

time, was not that principle equally wicked when the Senator 
put it in his bill on wood pulp In 1913? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator listens, but his ears are 
not open. Half an hour or an hour ago I answered that ques
tion, as the Senator would kn.ow if he had been listening to me, 
by stating that I had tried the same experiment in the law 
which is now on the statute books, because I was very anxious 
to produce a condition in reference to pulp wood, used as the 
raw product in the manufacture of paper, in order to give the 
great American press an opportunity to get its paper on reason
able terms. I tried the experiment and I said to the Senate in 
my opening statement that it failed. It did fail. Now I think 
that as it failed after I tried It I certainly would be unkind, 
when I see the Senator walking into a mistake of this kind, 
stnmbling over impediments in his path, if I did not point out 
to him where they lay in the path so that he might avoid them 
in the future. 

I admit that in quite a number o'f instances in the present 
law it was tried. Of course we tried it from the viewpaint 
that we hoped a general reciprocity treaty would soon be ac
cepted by Canada, but It was not.. The hour has come within 
the past few months, or within the year, when it can be ac
cepted, but the Senator says himself that he told the emissary 
ot the Canadian Government who called on him about it that 
he repudiated it, that it was lost, that it was only a temporary 
matter ; that he told him the proposal wa~ only temporary, and 
that he would not accept it now; and yet he thinks it is so 
temporary that it is necessary to repeal it from the statute 
books. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It the Senator will allow me, I stated I 
wanted it repealed so that no one among the Canadians could 
claim that it was the Jaw, simply to make absolutely certain 
a matter in which we might be in dispute ourselves. 

l\1r. UNDERWOOD. I do not contend that the party in 
power if it has the votes to do it can not repeal any law it 
wishes to repeal. I do not say that they have not the power, 
or that we are committed, morally or otherwise, to continue to 
carry out this agreement. If the party in power wishes to re
pndiate it, they have the right to repudiate it; and they are 
going to do it, as they proclaim in this bill ; but I say the 
responsibility of repudiating it must regt with them. 'I'hey 
can not contend that as to the little item of brick that they 
are proposing reciprocity with Canada when in fact they 
are trying to impose an embargo instead of a tax on the im· 
portation of brick. 

Tbe Senator from North Dakota said that the President 10 
years ago was very unwise to consult with the Democratic 
leader, but I want to call to his attention the fact that at 
the time the reciprocity act was passed the-re were distin
guished Senators on the Republican side of the Chamber who 
voted for the bill. Among them were the Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. Brandegee], the Senator from Mas. achusetts 
[Mr. Lodge], Senator Penrose, of Pennsylvania, the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. McLean], Senator Crane, of Massachu
setts, the Senator from Washington [!\fr-. Poindexter], Senator 
Root, of New York, and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Townsend], and so on. The bill was not only supported by 
Democrats, but I have read a list of names of Senators who 
stood at the forefront of the Republican Party when the bill 
went through. It is now to be repudiated by being thrown 
out of the window and telling the envoy of a foreign Govern
ment before Congress acts, before it is known that there is a 
majority behind the proposal, he can go home, that because 
the arrangement was not aecepted at once it is a dead letter. 

Mr. President, I do not think the country will take that 
view of the question ; but what I wish to point out is what 
this proviso will accomplish. It is proposed that brick shall 
be on the free list unless another country from which they 
may be imported levies a duty on bricks imported from the 
United States. There is nothing on the free list, as the Sena
tor knows, except that which is expressly put on the free list; 
we shall have no dispute about that, and as bricks are not put 
on the free list, unless Canada by her affirmative action in 
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removing her tariff consents that the American people may 
bl"ing in brick untaxed, bricks must be taxed at some rate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If I understand the Senator from Ala
. bama correctly, I desire to say that I do not think he has care
fully read the amendment. The committee propose, first, to 
place this paragraph under the free list items. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Of course, it is recited before the colon 

that these articles are placed upon the free list. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. McCillIBER Then it is provided that against impo~ts 

from countries which levy a duty upon the American com
modity there shall be leyied an equal duty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Undoubtedly. I have aided in writing 
tariff bills, and I am familiar with the fact that wben articles 

1 are placed upon the free list they are not to be taxed unless 
' a proviso is inserted stating that they shall only go on the 
; free list on the happening of a certain event; and it is provided 
, in the amendment not against all countries-for there is only 
· one country involved in this controversy, and that is Canada.-
that bricks shall come in free of duty in the event that Canada 
admits bricks from this country free. Senators know that Can
ada does not admit brick from this country free. When we 
send home her envoy who comes here and asks for reciprocity 
in trade and tell him that it is an absurd proposition to con
tend for reciprocity in trade now, of course, Senators do not 
expect that Canada is going to eliminate her dnty on bricks 
under those circumstances. Of course, practically no bricks come 
into this country from any country except Canada. I do not 

. contend that the imports from Canada are very great, although 
they afford relief to certain American citizens; but the prin
ciple for which Senators on the other side are contending is, 
in my judgment, wrong when it requires that taxation shall be 
imposed on building material with which to build the homes 
of America. I think it is wrong to pick out a few little special 
interests and put into their pockets money which belongs to 
the taxpayers of America. 

I want to know under which clause of the bill bricks are to 
fall. The Senator knows that Canada has a tax on bricks; 
the Senator also knows that this proviso will apply to Canada 
and that bricks will not be on the free list. So they must be 
provided for somewhere else. Now, I want to ask the Senator 
to answer the question whether when a duty is imposed at the 
customhouse on bricks coming from Canada, so long as Canada 
does not put American brick on the free list, whether they are 
going to fall under paragraph 201 of the bill providing that 
bath brick, chrome brick, and fire brick not specially provided 
for, shall pay a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem or whether 
they are going to fall under the basket clause. I do not recall 
what the Uu: under the basket clause is. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can answer the Senator; but I must say 
to the Senator most candidly that it seems to me he has not 
carefully read the amendment, because it says that there shall 
be then imposed "an equal duty"; that is, a duty equal to the 
duty that is imposed by the country from which they are im
ported. So brick would not fall under any other clause; but 
if they are imported from Canada, and Canada levies a 2"2! per 
cent duty on American brick, of course the duty on brick from 
Canada would be a 22! per cent ad valorem. They would not 
fall under any other clause. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from North Dakota has 
satisfactorily answered my inquiry. I wanted- to know under 
what paragraph brick from Canada were going to fall, because 
the tax has not been repealed. The Senator has very kindly an
swered the question that Canada has a tax of 22! per cent on 
imported brick, and therefore, under the proviso, so long as the 
Canadian rate stands-and he admits that it will stand-brick 
imported into this country from Canada will be taxed 22! per 
cent. 

Now, ·what do we find the condjtlon to be. We have fought 
for two days over the taxing of bricks. 

Under the House bill " fire brick, weighing not more than 10 
pounds each, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated 
in any manner," carried a rate of duty of 10 per cent, and as 
reported to the Senate by the committee, the rate of duty was 
15 per cent ad valorem. That covered common brick. Now, the 
Senator admits that the proviso which he o~ers will raise the 
ad valorem rate on brick. I am not talking about the theory 
of their being on the free list, but I am talking about the fact 
that while the Senator and the committee are saying to th.e 
Senate they are going to ;;>rovide free brick, yet they are put
ting brick in this bill under a proviso which in fact will result 
in levying a duty of 22! per cent on common building brick. 
Am I wrong'1 

Mr. McCUMBER. On brick from Canada. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On brick :fyom Canada, the only com1try 
w.bence competition comes. · Th~ . Senarer admits I am right. 
Now, after discussin,g the brick it.em for two days, the Finance 
C~mittee come in here and _say, "We ·are giving relief to the 
.American people," yet we find a joker in the amendment, o that 
instead of reducing the tax on bricks, in reality the tax is be
ing increased from 15 per cent ad valorem~ as originally pro
vided in the bill, to 22! per cent on bricks coming from Canada, 
the only country from which come any material amount of 
bricks. · 

I bope, therefore, Mr. President, that my motion to strike out 
the proviso will prevail, and on that I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Tbe· PRESIDING OFFIOER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from .Alabama to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota, on which the 
yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

:Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I bra.nsfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. El.KINS] 
to the senior Senator from Nebraska [l\lr. HITCHCOCK] and vote 
"yea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called}. Amlouncing my 
pair as earlier in the day, I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. COLT. Making the same announcement as before, I 

Yote "nay." 
Mr. NEW. Making the same announcement with respect to 

the transfer of my pair as on the last preceding vote, I vote 
"nay." 

1\fr. HALE. I transfer my pair with the Senater from Ten
nessee [Mr. SHIELDS} to the Senator from Ohio lM1·. WILLIS] 
and will vote. I vote u nay!' 

l\Ir. ROBINSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from West Virginia [l\Ir. 
SUTHERLAND]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] and wlll let my vote stand. 

Mr_ JONES of New Mexico. I transf'er my general pair with 
the Senator from Maine [l\Ir.. .F;):RNALD] to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. REED] and will vote. I vote" yea." 

l\Ir. SL"1MONS. I wish to announce the unavoidable absence 
of my colleague [Mr. OVERMAN]. He is paired with the Senator 
from Wyoming. [1\Ir. WARREN]. I will let this announcement 
stand for- the day. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
" yea " on this amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow
ing pairs: 

The Senator from Vermont [M.r. DILLlNGBAY} with the Sen
ator from Virginia [1\Ir. GLASS] ; 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BALL] with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] ; 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Eh>cE] with the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN]; and 

Tbe Senator from New Jerse-y [Mr. F'RELINGHUTSBN) with the 
Senator from :M<>ntana [lli. W .ALSH]. 

The re ult was announced-yeas 22, nays 42, as follows: 

Borah 
Caraway 
Cummins 
Dial 
Gerry 
Harris 

Broussard 
Bursum 
Calder 
Ca.mer-0n 
Capper 
Colt 
Curtis 
Ernst 
Fran~ 
Gooding 
Hale 

YEAS-22. 
Harrison 
lleflin 
Jones, N. :Yex. 
King 
La Follette 
Pomerene 

Rawson 
Robinson 
Sheppar.d 
Simmons 
Smith 
Stanley 

N.AYS-42. 
Johnson McNar_y 
Jones, Wash. Moses 
Kellogg New 
Kendrick Newberry 
Keyes Nicholson 
Ladd Norris 
Lenroot Oddie 
Lodge Page 
l\lcCumhe.r Pepper 
McKinley Phipps 
McLean Poindextel' 

NOT VOTING-32. 
Ashurst Elkins McKellar 
Ball Fernald Myers 
Brandegee Fletcher Nelson 
Crow Frelinghuysen Norbeek 
CUiberson Glass Overman 
Dillingham Ha.rreld Owen 
du Pont Hitchcock. Pittman 
Edge McCormick Reed 

~anson 
Underwood 
Watson. Ga. 
Williams 

Ransd~ll 
Shortridge -
Smoot 
S~ncer 
Sterling 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 

Shields 
Stanfield 
Sutherland 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
W.al h, Mont. 
Weller 
Willis 

S<» Mr. UNDERwoon's amendment to MF. McCul.n~ER's amend
ment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now i on agree
ing to tbe amendment offered by the Senator from North Da
kota.. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. McCUMBEil. 1\Ir. President, I now ask to return to 
paragraph 203, page 32; and I propose, on behalf of the com
mittee, to mo\e to strike out all of paragraph 203, and then to 
insert, on page 217, after line 24, a new paragraph, to read as 
follow·: 

PAn. 1541 a. Cement, Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic. 
That would place it upon the free list. Then the same provi

sion that we had in reference to brick : 
Pt·ovided, That if any country, dependency, Province, or other subdi

vision of government imposes a duty on such cement imported :from 
the United States, an equal duty sha1I be imposed upon such ce~ent 
coming into the United States from such country, dependency, Province, 
or other subdivision of government. 

It would then be necessary, if that is carried, on page 33, line 
14, after the word "ton," to insert a emicolon and the follow
ing: 

Other c<.'ment not specially provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem. 
l\1r. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I de ire to ask a que -

tion of the Senator from North Dakota. I have not the Cana
dian tariff before me; and I want to ask, under this change, 
with the proviso in, what rate of duty cement would bear coming 
from Canada? 

l\lr. McCUMBER I will turn to it in a moment. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for information, because I haYe 

not the information. 
Mr. McCUl\fBER. I will look it up. 
l\fr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to have the information 

before we vote. 
Mr. McCOMBER. If the Senator will indulge rue a moment, 

I have the book here and will have the matter looked up. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Jorth Da

kota proposes an amendment, which will be tated. 
The READING CLERIC It is first proposed, on page 32, to trike 

out paragraph 203, relative to Roman, Portland, and other 
hydraulic cement, as amended; then to insert, on page 217 after 
line 24, a new paragraph, to read as follows: 

_PAR. 1541a. Cement, Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic: Provided , 
That if any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of 
government imposes a duty on such cement imported from the nited 
States, an equal duty shall be imposed upon such cement coming into 
the United States from such country, dependency, province, or othel' 
subdivision of government. 

Mr. l\fcCUl\1BER. I will say to the Senator that the Cana
dian tariff reads a follow : 

Cement, Portland, and hydraulic or water lime, in barrel , bags, or 
ca ks, the weight of the package to be included in the weight for duty, 

. per hundred pounds, 11 cents. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. In other words, so far a Canada is con
cerned, if this amendment is adopted it will raise the tax on 
cement from 5 cents per 100 pounds, as provided in the bill, to 
11 cents per 100 pounds? 

Mr. SMOOT. Unle s she changes her rate. 
l\fr. McCUl\IBER. That is correct ; just the same a in the 

case of brick, if Canada retains her duty. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from North Dakota ha· 

already admitted that the policy of the Republican Party is to 
have no reciprocity, and therefore, of course, we can not expect 
to change Canada, and the Senator's amendment protects Ameri
can cement 11 cent per 100 pounds instead of 5 cents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator from North Dakota. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. l\lr. President, I move to strike out the 
proviso in the amendment offered by the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

It is perfectly apparent that from a practical standpoint the 
tax on cement under the pending amendment, in so far as it 
relates to importations from Canada, will be more than double 
the rate if the provision in the bill is adopted , and unless the 
proviso be stricken out the effect of adopting the amendment 
of the Senator from North Dakota will be to increase the tax 
on cement imported into the United States from Canada by 
more than 2 to 1 over the amendment proposed originally by the 
committee in paragraph 203. 

For these rea on I moYe to strike out the ·proviso. 
Mr. SIMMONS. l\1r. President, I was somewhat pleased when 

I heard early this morning that the ma~ority members of the 
Finance Committee, in their accustomed morning sessions at 
which they are now revising the tariff bill, rewriting the sched
ule. . and cutting down the rates, from day to day under the 
compulsion of the fire that has been leveled at the high rate , 
had decided to put cement upon the free list. We had only to 
a limited extent di. cussed the item of Portland cement. There 
was no committee amendment to the House rate, and therefore 
it was not before the Senate; · but an amendment to the same 
paragraph by the committee relating to other cements than 
Portland cement and Roman cement-the duty of 5 cents a 

hundred upon Portland and Roman and other hydraulic ce
ments-was discussed, and the facts with reference to that 
provision were laid before the Senate, and the utter lack of 
justification for any such duty upon thi. material wa · strongly 
argued. 

It was then made clear that cement i · one of the chief fac
tors in practicaJly all the heavier construction that is going on 
in the United States to-day, including road building, which i::i 
more actiye to-day in every State in the Union than it e,~er has 
been before; and I suppose that a the result of this di.·c:us ·ion, 
and the exposure of the inju 'tice of imposing such a rate of 
duty, the committee decided to surrender in this case, as it has, 
I am o-lad to say, surrendered in many other cases heretofore, 
and as I hope it will continue to do in rewriting this outrageou. 
bill from day to day. Probably they consider it too late for them 
to recan the bill and rewrite it altogether, because we have 
gone nearly through three of the larger chedules. 

It j enough, Mr. President, to a. sure the country that even 
the majority members of the committee itself, in the light of 
the di cus ion , have now been driven to the conclu ·ion that 
the bill's rates are unjust and unfair to the people of th 
country. and that they ought to be revi ed. I . uppo e that that 
admiss.ion as to the rates they haYe already revLed can be 
taken as an admission that the rates generally carried in thi~ 
bill a1·e too high, and are oppressive- and burdensome to the 
people, and that they ought to come down. 

I wa. delighted when I heard fuat they were going to put 
thi. article of common use upon the free li t, just as they bad 
claimed they had done with reference to brick; but in the en. e 
of cement ancl in the case of brick it turns out that they eek 
to accomplish the arne purpose by the u e of what i known as 
a countervailing duty. Probably the committee felt that the 
brick and cement were articles of such common u e, o well 
known and under tood by the people of the Cnited State. , that 
it would be a little risky, after the expo ures which have taken 
place with reference to those items, to have them specifical1y 
carry tlle e high rate , and that they could camouflage their 
action and accomplish practically the same purpo. ·e by the 
application of a countervailing duty. 

The present proposition of the committee is that we are ta 
haYe absolutely free trade in cement unless that cement happens 
to come from Canada, unles it is produced acros · this artificial 
boundary which separates tlle "Gnited States from Canada. If 
it comes in from any otlier country by the A.tlantic Ocean or 
the Pacific Ocean, or from south of us, then it is to be free. ~f 
it comes to our Pacific ports from Japan or from China, althou~h I 
do not know whether they make it there, or from any of the Pacific 
Ocean countries where they do make it, it is to be free. If it 
comes in from Europe and enters any of the American port on 
the Atlantic coast, then it is to be free. nut if it comes from 
our neighbor, Canada, it is to bear a duty equal to that leYied by 
Canada, not the 5 per cent duty which the committee proposell 
as a just and fair rate when they brought this bill in, and from 
which they have now receded as to other countries, for the 
reason, I as ume, that they have come to the conclusion that 
it i an unjust rate to impose as against other countries. Kot
withstanding they have admitted that a to other countries 
thi duty is unwarranted, as to Canada they propose now to 
more than double that rate by the impo...;ition of a counterrnil
ing duty. 

What have we against Canada? Why should we single li er 
out for discrimination-? We recently passed here an emergency 
tariff bill by which we practically embargoed most of the thin ,.,s 
which Canada sold to us, and that in face of the fact that 
Canada was, next to Europe, our best cu ·tomer in all the world. 
As a result of that onslaught again t the purchase by us of 
Canadian goods, the things they sold us in exchange for the 
things they bought from us-and they were only selling us 
about half as much as they bought from us-as the result of 
that onslaught upon our neighbor country, which has always 
been our friend, which is inhabited largely by people of the 
same nationality, speaking the same language, who lh-e rigbt 
at our door, in one short year we have lo t over . 600,000,00 
of our Canadian business, and our trade with Canada to-day is 
only about one-half of what it was before the enactment of the 
so-called emergency tariff act. 

Now, after having dealt her this body blow, it is proposed to 
establish free trade with all nations in cement except with 
Canada, and · to impose in the ca ·e of Canada a rate twice as 
high as the committee attempted to impose against the world, 
but from which they have receded. thereby admitting and con
fessing that it was an unjust and an unwarranted duty. 

I remind the country that in tbe ~ennte debates on the o
called emergency tariff bill I predicted ju t what has since 
happened with respect to the disastrous effect that bill, if en-
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acted, would have upon our commerce with Can~da. I said we 
must expect retaliation in that event. Now, havmg already lost 
as a c-0nsequence of the emergency tariff approximately one-hal~ 
our Canadian trade, the Republican majority membe~s propo~e 
to cut the vitals out of what remains of it by striking thIS 
wanton and foolish blow at our f1iend and neighbor, while ad
mitting free of duty the cement of all other countries. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I do not propose to delay 
the action of the Senate on this amendment for a moment. 

I remember that several years ago I voted fdr Canadian reci
procity. Subsequent events show that I made a mistake. Some 
of the Senators who are now condemning the committee be
cause it imposes a reciprocal duty on one or two iteIDB, differed 
from the rest of us who favored reciprocity with Oanada at 
that time. They strongly condemned this policy, but now th~y 
wish to surrender our market forever to those who place tarit'f 
duties on our products. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] seems to 
suffer a great deal because of what be says is the injustice that 
is to be clone to Canada in that we propose to have free trade 
in cement with all the rest of the world except Canada, and in 
that ease we propose to almost double the duty that was origi
nally proposed. 

He does not tell the country that under this tariff Canada 
~ets exactJ.y the same benefit granted to every other country. 
Canada can have free trade with tll.e United States in cement if 
she will remove her duty. This reciprocal provision does not 
apply to Canada alone, but applies exactly alike to all countries. 

I am informed on good authority that in the country for 
which the Senator seems so solicitous, just across the river from 
Detroit, there is being erected now by the United States Steel 
Trust, as it has been called so frequently, a mammoth cement 
plant. Under the present law in Oanada that corporation will 
have an advantage of the market in Canada over th~ United 
States to the extent at least of 11 cents per hundred pounds 
protection. It is planting its factory over there because it is 
for its advantage to do it. It would not do it otherwise. It 
gets an advantage over its United States competitors. 

It is an easy matter for Canada to remove her duty of 11 
cents again t the United States and get free trade on cement. 
It is up to her. We are not discriminating against her. We are 
saying, "We will treat all nations fairly and exactly alike. 
All nations that furnish reciprocal privileges to us get their 
cement free of duty, and those nations which impose a tariff 
on our product will have the same tariff imposed on their 
product!' 

That is the sto1·y, and that is all there is to it. This state
ment that we are discriminating against Canada is not, in my 
judgment, in accord with the real facts in the case. This tariff 
will, if the Senate amendment is adopted, impose no duty upon 
foreign cement except upon cement coming from a country 
which imposes a duty upon cement from the United States, and 
in that case the duty will be self-imposed by such country. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I regret that I feel compelled 
to differ from the conclusions of the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. TowNSE ""D] with regard to this proposition. He was in 
favor of the proposed reciprocity treaty with Canada a few 
years ago. I was against it, and I am just as much opposed to 
it now, or would be if it were before the people of the country, 
as it was then. 

This is not a reciprocal arrangement. Properly speaking, 
there can be no such thing as reciprocity in competitive prod
ucts. We may be able to make a bargain with another country 
respecting the admission of her products into our markets and 
the admission of our products into her markets of a different 
character, but there can be, at least from - my standpoint, no 
such thing as reciprocity in a retaliatory duty. This is retalia
tion, not reciprocation. 

If I believed that the cost of production of cement produced 
in the United States was, generally speaking, greater than the 
cost of the production of cement in Canada, I would favor a 
duty not only upon the importations -from Canada but upon the 
importations from e-very country in the world. But I do not 
believe that there is any substantial difference between the cost 
tf producing cement in Canada and the cost of producing it in 
the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield at that point? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Directly in point with th~ statement the 

Senator has just made, I call attention to th-e information in 
the tariff surveys, furnished by the Tariff Commissi-0n, at page 
261. The statement is : 

Most Canadian plants operat e at a di~advantage, sinc-e fuel must, in 
most case.s, e imported from mines ill thi! Unlted States. 

The indications are that if there is any difference in the cost 
of production, the difference is in favor of the plants in the 
United States. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I believe the information contained in the 
extract just read by the Senator from Arkansas is true, and it 
is fortified by the fact that Canada, a country which believes 
in protection, just as we do, has thought it necessary to levy 
a duty of 11 cents a hundred pounds upon this commodity in 
order to prevent the United States from taking her market, 
and it seems most astonishing that it is necessary for Canada 
to provide a duty to prevent impQrtations from the United 
States and that at the same time it is necessary for the United 
States to levy a duty in order to prevent importations from 
Canada. The two things are not consistent with each other. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the 

Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I yield. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I wanted to ask the Senator it the real 

question is not a question of freight rather than of cost of 
production? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have hearC that mentioned several times, 
but the moment the article from Canada reaches the United 
States it must pay American freight rates. Canadian cement 
can not move upon railroads within the United States at any 
lower rate than that paid on the American product. Even if 
om· freight rates, as compared with Canada's, may be a little 
higher, although I tllink that has been somewhat exaggerated, 
it can not be said that our freight rates warrant a duty upon 
this generally produced and widely used product. 

Now, I would like to see a tariff law that all Republicans can 
defend, at least those who believe in protection. I believe in 
it as profoundly as does the Senator from North Dakota, but, in 
my judgment, some of the duties that are being imposed in the 
bill will do more to disparage the doctrin~ of protection among 
the American people than other duties in the bill, properly im
posed, will do to sustain that doctrine. 

• I differ from my Republican friends on some of these points, 
and I do it with great 1·egret. I expect to uphold the com
mittee upon the greater number of the articles concerning 
which I know nothing, but there have been some mistakes, from 
my standpoint, made in the composition of the tariff bill that 
ought to be corrected, and this is <me of them. I do not believe 
in a duty of 5 cents a hundred upon cement, nor do I believe 
in attaching a duty upon the importations from Canada because 
Canada has found it necessary to levy duties in order to pre
vent importations from the United States. I think we ought 
to be governed by the an'cient and honorable rule that we have 
announced so often, that we intend to protect our manufacturers 
to the extent of the difference in the cost of production at home 
and abroad. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I want the attention of the 
·senator from Iowa for just a moment. Let us admit, now, as 
a rule that we need . no protection whatever. That is why we 
are proposing the free list. If the Senator will look over the 
exports, imports, and production~ b.e will find that for every 
pound we import we export 6 pounds. The importations, I 
think, would not amount to 1 per cent of the production. 

I am making that general statement, or admission, if you 
desire to call it such, in order to clear the ground that we are 
really giving a free importation, with the exception of possibly 
less than 1 per cent of our production, and that 1 per cent 
coming from Canada is oot going to increase or have any par
ticular effect upon the general market price of cement. It is 
too small to have that effect. What is it for, then? It is 
simply to protect or, if I may put it in another fo~ to give 
the American who lives upon the Canadian border the same 
opportunity t-0 sell his product into Canada that the Canadian 
has to sell his product in the United States. 

Here is an imaginary line with a little American factory- on 
one side and a little Canadian factory upon the other side. 
Neither of them produceg in any appreciable amount as com
pared with the entire production. The Canadian goes into the 
market of the American with .free hands and has no duty to 
pay. The American wh-o goes on the other side of the line h.as 
to pay about 40 cents for every barrel of cement that he takes 
a.cross the Oanadian border. While the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD] says that when he put this like arrangement 
into his tariff law it failed, I am not .,o certain that it will fail 
in reference to cement. It may be that if we put this rate upon 
the Canadian cement factory, they will be willing that the 
American on the Qpposite side of the boundary line shall bave 
the same privileges they have; but if we do fail we have n-Ot 
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done any harm particularly to the general public who buy 
cement. 

l\Ir. CUl\Il\lINS. l\Ir. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
at that point? 

l\fr. l\fcCUl\fBER. I yield. . 
Mr. CUl\llIINS. The Senator from North Dakota says it will 

do no harm. From the abstract standpoint I think it will do 
great harm, ·if it did not influence the movement of a single ton 
or pound of cement, because it furnishes one of those illustra
tions so often used and so effectively used by our friends upon 
the other side of the Chamber to disparage the doctrine of 
protection. 

But I think it will do harm in another way. I think the 
great object of a protective tariff law is to employ and keep in 
employment the maximum number of people living in the United 
States. The Senator has said that we export to Canada 6 
pound of cement--

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. No; the Senator is mistaken. I say that 
we export 6 pounds of cement to 1 pound that we import, but 
not as to Canada. 

l\fr. CUl\IMINS. How much of that comes from Canada? 
l\Ir. 1\.IcCUl\fBER. I think very little, if any. I would have 

to look up the record, but I think only a very small amount. 
l\Ir. CUMMINS. I understood the Senator to say we exported 

to Canada 6 pounds of cement to 1 imported from Canada, but 
I may have misunderstood him. 

l\Ir. McCU:MBER. No; it is exported to Cuba and South 
American countries. I do not know whether there has been a 
pound exported to Canada. 

Mr. CUMMINS. However that may be, when we enter into 
a war of tariff with Canada, and Canada pursues the same 
plan that some of our people want to have pursued by this coun
try, I assume she would raise her duty to 50 cents and exclude 
all .American cement upon the theory that it is better for that 
dominion that her cement be manufactured within her own bor
ders. That, it would seem to me, might result in a very serious 
diminution of labor performed in the United States. 

But I do not myself believe in retaliatory tariffs. I believe . 
in legislating for the welfare of the people of the United States. 
It is better for us to admit cement from Canada, manufactured 
under conditions certainly not more advantageous than ours. 
Then, let us take that Canadian cement which comes in under 
those conditions. It might at times serve as a slight restriction 
in certain par~ of the United States on the enormous prices 
that have been charged in recent times and that may be charged 
in the future. 

I did not intend to take up the time of the Senator or of the 
Senate, but I wanted the Senate to know why I can not vote 
for a retaliatory duty upon cement. 

l\Ir. l\icCUMBER. M.r. President, if, of course, we say that 
it i a retaliatory duty, the Senator's po ·ition would be correct 
from that standpoint. But during the first 10 years since 1900, 
according to the Tariff Commission's report, practically all of.. 
our imported cement came from Belgium, France, and Great 
Britain, and once in a while some would come over from 
Canada. Of course, the war came on and that cut off practi
eally all the trade in cement from across the ocean. After the 
umistice they began ·to renew gradually and are continuing 
r,radually the imports and the foreign product is now beginning 
rn come in. I think, inasmuch as we imported large quantities 
~n the earlier part of this century, that as soon as we reach 
.1..orrnal conditions, or at least as soon as those countries get 
:#pon their feet again, they can import and will import to this 
tountry a sufficient amount to affect the price here and to pre
'Yent any combination, unless the combination is made with the 
foreigner as well, to impose an extortionate price against the 
American people. 

But the Canadian exports only along the Canadian line for 
a hort distance into the United States and the Tariff Commis
~ion so states: 

The bulk of the increase is Canadian cement from plants located 
llear the border. 

If they are any distance from the border the freight rates are 
uch that they do not get into the interior. Now, within that 

zone in which both the American and the Canadian trade, the 
American is cut off from the Canadian side while the Canadian 
bas the free use of the American side. While we may not like 
the policy, at the least the Canadian can not complain if we 
say to him, "We will give you free imports for your one-tenth 
of 1 per cent, or whatever it may be, provided you will give us 
free importation in your territory." 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, cement of the class embraced 
in this paragraph-namely, Roman, Portland, and hydraulic 
cement-is now on the free list. Notwithstanding that fact, 
the industry is so completely organized throughout the United 

States that the prices which are being charged for the product 
are excessive beyond reason or justification. 
. The uses to which cement is put are in a measure public uses. 
It is used in a large number of industries of a public or quasi
public character. -u is the most important building material 
and is constantly increasing in its importance, taking the place 
in many localities of brick and other building material. The 
United States, according to the Tariff Commission report, was 
the pioneer in concrete building and industrial construction, 
and the production and consumption per capita of concrete ex
ceeds that of any other nation. 

As stated by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuM
BER], domestic production exceeds consumption. It is impos
sible, in my judgment, to determine what effect a tariff on this 
commodity will have on prices. Certainly the imposition of this 
duty is not intended to reduce prices. The only justification 
offered for it is to enable American producers of cement to 
maintain the trust-controlled prices along the Canadian border. 
The Senator from North Dakota gave a pathetic illustration of 
a little cement factory on the American side and a factory on 
the Canadian side, and appealed for protection in behalf of 
the American factory. He neglected to say, however, that both 
factories-certainly it is true of the American factory-now 
charge twice as much as the commodity ought to sell for. 

On another occasion in discussing this subject I put into the 
RECORD a statement of the manner in which this industry is 
controlled, and also some information concerning the rapid 
rise· in prices of cement during the last five years. My recol
lection is that cement is now selling for close to five times as 
much as it was selling for approximately five years ago. In 
view of that fact, I agree with the Senator from Iowa [l\Ir. 
CUMMINS] absolutely that the friends of protection, who, I ad· 
mit, under the political situation that now prevails in the Con· 
gress, are entitled to write this bill, are discrediting the theory 
of protection by imposing high rates on commodities that are 
admittedly trust controlled and for which exorbitant prices are 
now being charged. 

When the committee reported this bill it eVidently felt that 
a rate of 5 cents per 100 pounds was adequate for protection 
purposes, but now, under the guise of putting cement on the 
free list, they have actually more than doubled the tariff on 
this important construction material. The original committee 
amendment contemplated the imposition of 5 cents per 100, 
while the pending amendment contemplates the imposition of 
11 cents per 100, unless Canada sees fit to change her law, on 
all importations from Canada, and, as stated by the Senator 
from North Dakota, the principal importations come from Can
ada. So long as that is true, if we write the pending amend· 
ment into this proposed law, instead of putting cement on the 
free list, we shall be more than doubling the high rate originally 
proposed by the committee. It does not take a logician or a 
philosopher to see that. 

It is absurd to say that cement shall be put upon the free 
list, but that importations of it from countries that impose 
duties on cement made in this country shall bear a rate of 
11 cents per 100, when all the while we know that the prin
cipal effect of the provision will be to require every consumer 
of cement who is within access of the Canadian factories to pay 
a tribute of 11 cents per 100 pounds to the monopoly which 
dominates the industry in every State of the Union, including 
Michigan. 

One can not buy one pound of cement from any factory in the 
State of Michigan for one cent less than he can buy it from any 
other factory in Michigan. One can not buy any quantity of 
cement from any factory that sells cement in the city of New 
York for less than he can buy it from any other producer of 
cement. 

Mr. CARAWAY. And the Senator will also remember that if 
one is not within the territory contiguous to that particular 
factory he can not buy it at all. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. Yes. If he is not located in the territory 
allotted to the factory, he can not buy it at all. The country 
is divided into zones; the-price is fixed; the quantity that may 
be sold to a consumer is limited; and it must be used upon par
ticular works. If not used upon the job for which it was 
purchased, the consumer who uses it upon some other job can 
not thereafter purchase cement from anyone. 

With this condition prevailing in the industry, with the public 
already being charged from two to tllree times what the com
modity ought to sell for, with a condition which everybody 
realizes prevails in all our great cities respecting the building 
of houses, with gigantic enterprises involving road construc
tion and other similar enterprises in progress throughout the 
United States, the Congress certainly should not take any steps 
calculated to fasten upon the couutry conditions that have 
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become intolerable in regard to this great industry. If the pro
po ed rate will not tend to increase the price or maintain ~e 
price, fuen there is no justification for it on the theory that lt 
is a protective tariff. 

I have been hoping that the result of the proceedings insti
tuted by the Department of Justice would be the dissolution 
of the Cement Trust, so that this country may go forward with 
it great construction enterprises; but this step, under the dis
gui e of a free-trade amendment is, in fact, more than doubling 
the original high protective amendment which was proposed by 
the committee. 

It is for this reason that I have moved to strike out the pro
viso and to leave this important material on the free list. When 
American factories reduce their prices so that they may receive 
ample but not extortionate and unreasonable profits I shall be 
willing to see written into a Republican tariff bill provisions for 
their protection. 

l\lr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, it would greatly please all 
American consumers of cement if the Republican Senate would 
place this important material on the free list. As has just been 
pointed out by the able Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON], 
cement is a very important building material. While he was 
speaking I thought of the many ways in which we use cement. 
·watering troughs for fowls and animals are made of cement; 
walk: ways in yards are made of cement; foundations for build
ing -dwelling houses, schoolhouses, and churches-are made 
of cement; it is used in building sidewalks in towns and cities; 
it is used for paving streets; it i ...: used for the constructiQn 
of bridges and for the building of public roads. Not only 
that, Mr. President, but dwelling houses and even steamboats 
are actually being constructed of cement. 

Mr. PO:M:ERENE. And business blocks. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; and business houses are being con

structed of cement ; the homes of the people are being built 
of cement. In fact, not a thing that can be thought of is in 
more general use except air and water and salt, and the 
Republican majority hav-e imposed a tariff tax on salt. Ce
ment is a very important commodity in daily use every
where. 

Now, Senators on the other side come here and propose a 
tax upon this very essential material. They talk about the 
increased prices affecting only people who live along the Cana
dian border, but the Senator from Arkansas is absolutely right 
in what he has said regarding that, for when the price of 
cement is increased on the Canadian border by an import duty 
levieu against the small amount of cement which would come 
over into the United States every producer .:.n the United States 
is gi>en an opportunity to say "Congress has placed a tariff 
upon cement, and that is why cement is costing you more than 
before." He may add for your benefit, " I do not think Con
gre sought to have put that tax on; but it is on, and, of course, 
you must pay it." The cement manufacturers will hide be
hind that excuse to filch money from the pockets of the cement 
con umers of America. 
by it-and the ·only people who are going to vrofit by it are 
the manufacturers who are interested in the 4,000 items upon 
which it imposes excessive duties-the cement manufacturers 
along the Canadian border can come here and tell the ma
jority members of the committee that they are having a llard 
struggle with their competitors across the Canadian border; 
being framed purely for the manufacturers, who are to profit 
but what heed is paid to the man who comes and tells you, 
" I have got to build a bridge across a branch or creek run
ning through my farm," or "I want to build a dwelling house, 
a stable for my horses and for my cow, and a house for my 
hogs out of cement." He has not been considered or consulted. 
He can say, "You are taking money out of my pocket and 
giving it to the cement producers in the United States. They 
ask you to do it, but you did not consider me or consider my 
interest." 

Yet the Senator from Idaho _LMr. GOODING] repeatedly gets 
up here and says, " This tariff bill was not framed behind 
closed doors." Every Democratic member of the committee 
will substantiate the statement which has been made here 
time and time again that no Democrat was permitted to sit 
in the committee when the Republican Senators were framing 
this bill. If that is not true, let some Republican member of 
the committee deny it. They framed the bill by themselves, 
and no Democrat was there. The Democrats were shut out. 
Ob, :Mr. President, nobody had access to that "chamber of 
horrors " except the profiteers and the tariff barons. When 
they tapped on the door and said, " Open sesame," it flew 
open, and they walked in, and when they laid their silk hats 
and kid gloves and gold-headed canes down on the table the 

Republican members of the committee bowed and smiled like a 
bunch of green-neck l\Iuscovy ducks over a mud puddle full 
of fat tadpoles. [Laughter.] 

There was never anything like it, and yet when we get up 
here and tell those who framed this monstrosity that we ought 
to have a right to combat the committee proposals in behalf of the 
American consumer they grow impatient and become indignant 
because we are exposing to the public item after item on which 
they add more and more to the tax burden of every consumer in 
America. 

I want to see every legitimate manufacturing concern in 
America prosper; but, Mr. President, when I hear Republicans 
over there speaking about what is going to become of this pet 
manufacturer and that I think about the poor fellow in other 
walks of life out yonder who is now eking out a miserable 
existence.- You are not considering him. The Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. l\fcCUMBER] was talking a while ago about 
that poor little cement producer on the Canadian border and 
how hard it was for him to struggle along in competition with 
his neighbor just over the line. I want to ask him what you 
said to the farmer who was fleeced, robbed outright, by your 
deadly deflation policy carried out by the Federal Reserve 
Board? Your leaders said, "He has got to take his medicine." 
I said, "He can not live under this thing unless you furnish 
him money and credits to carry on his business." Your side 
said, "He must take bis medicine." 

What did you mean by that? You meant that if he could 
not live producing agricultural products he could quit. That 
is what you meant by it. You did not extend any helping hand 
to him. You did not pick him up and cry out that be was 
being ruined, when Wall Street was hoarding the gold supply 
of the country, and had a Federal Reserve Board that did its 
bidding day by day, to the robbery and ruin of the farmers of 
the country. What were you doing then for the millions of 
farmers in the South and West? I never heard you crying out 
then that the Government must come to their rescue; but now 
this little cement producer on the Canadian border is being held 
up by you as an example and a pitiful object, and you are going 
to his rescue and making that an excuse to tax every consumer 
of cement in America. That is what you are doing. 

What happened to the farmers of the South by the thousands 
under your deflation policy? They quit the farm, driven from 
it, sold all their products and lost the farm ; and with farm gone 
and debts still hanging over their heads, they have gone to 
towns and industrial centers to work for wages. That is what 
happened under your deflation system. Now you want to tax 
those men and tax everybody else who bas to use cement for the 
benefit of the Cement Trust of the United State . That, I ltepeat, 
is what you are doing. 

Afore cement is made in the State of Michigan, I believe, 
than is produced in all the world outside--4,000,000 barrels 
last year, I understand, against the importation of 5,000 bar
rels, or something like that-and then you say we need a tariff 
tax against the imports of cement into the United States! 
Senators, it is utterly ridiculous, inexcusable, and indefensible. 
That is the situation that we have. 

Where is this thing going to stop? l\Iy good friend, the 
junior Senator from Arkansas [~Ir. CARAWAY], suggests, and I 
think he is right, that it will stop at the next election. Oh, it 
will be a glorious thing when we can get the men and the 
women in America who wield the power of the ballot to stand 
up and face those who stood here day after day and night after 
night under whip and spur taxing, taxing the American masses 
at every turn in the road. That is precisely what you are doing. 
Four thousand captains of industry, 4,000 tariff barons, have 
demanded this pound of flesh from nearest the heart of the 
American consumer, and under the skillful leadership of the 
surgeon from North Dakota you are proceeding to cut it out. 
You are doing this for 4,000 tariff barons in the 4,000 items in 
your bill. For what purpose? To increase the profits and the 
fortunes of these men. 

What of these millions of farmers who will not get out of debt 
for five years to come? What of them? Nothing. You Repub
licans say, "Let them take their medicine." That is what you 
said; and now we are told that your President is thinking of 
reappointing the present governor of the Federal Reserve Board. 
Well, what have I said all the time? Have I not told you all 
the time that Wall Street and the money changers of the East 
kept him in? Have I not told you all the time that they would 
not permit him to be turned out? What is this going to do but 
prove what I said? 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. l\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
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Mr. HEFLIN: I am glad to yield to my friend fi'om Georgia:. 
Mr. W AfrSON of Georgia. I will inform. the Senator from 

Alabama that at this time, in one county ill the · State in which 
l in part represent--a county which was one of the most thriv
ing fal,ming- counties in Georgia-three pages of the councy 
paper are taken up with advertisements of· 13.J!.d to be- sold for 
taxes. 

MT. HEFLIN: Mr. President, that is true of nearly every 
county in the: South, and it is true or man , many counties• in 
the West, if not all of them. The State of Texas by a: reS-Olu
tibn of· the legislature extended the- time: fo1~ the' payment of 
taxeS; and• I understand that the· Stare of Mississippi did' the 
same thibg. These two Commonwealths took thes& steps in 
ortl.er to sa vs- from ruin their· farmers. WhatJ were you· saying, 
then, should be done. for them? " Take their medicirie." What 
about these 4,000 captains of. industry and· tariff barons-? Why, 
they say, "We want this- fucrease." You say, "All right; you 
shall have- it. What· is your reason fol' it? " u Why, I want 
to increase my profits. I want to· increase my fortune through 
pa:r:ty machinery in CongresS' by the use of the taxing power~,, 
That is. what he> would· say. if he told• the truth. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

yield: to th~ S~a tor from Ida.he? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield' to the Senator- f'L'om Idaho. 
Mr. GOODING. I want tCP ask the Senat-0r if. ne will give us 

the date-when this deflil.ti-on started irr this counb.·y;?· 
Mr. HEFLlN. Mr. President, it started when a Republican 

Congress in control' of both Houses passed a: progressive interest 
rate, permitting 40•and 50;per cent and higheF rates, and put in 
the hands· of that· boa:nl a knife with which· to cut the throat 
of the· farmer, the merchant', and the banker and· everybody 
else in the agricultural seetions of the- country. That- is when 
it started! '.Jlhere wa:s not a ripple on· the surface when Wilson 
was in fiealtfi and the. Democrats were· in control of both 
branches of. Congi.·ess. 

It was when the Republican Party took control, and you put 
this progressive interest-rate measure through both Houses. It 
was when the Senator from Illinois [l\'Ir. McCORMICK] passed 
through this ' body a- deflatibn· resolution, calling on this board 
to ltnow what it was- doing to deflate'. and so forth~ and when 
the governoT of that-board', W. P. G. Harding, who truckled' to 
your party to hold his job and get reappointed, and to do some 
othe1~ things-that is when it started. You have kept him in 
power; the President could'. have asked for his resignation in 
tlle spring of 1921, just like. he d1d' that of the district attorney 
in th .. State of Texas; but he nevel'" asked for it-it was when 
that governor of the hoard commenced playing to your- party to 
retain his position, and wrote. back to the• Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. McCoRMICKJ that he would' not hesitate to use every power 
under the 13.w to bring about that deadly filing. That is when 
it started. It started after President Wilson was stricken down 
and the Democrats lost control of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate. It started when you were- using- this deflation 
policy for political purposes in the South aud the West, and 
well did the farmers of the South and West pay for·it. l\Iy God, 
how tliey suffe1:ed ! 

Ml:. GOODING. Mr. President--
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 
Mr. GOODING. I will ask the Senator from Alabama if the 

Federal Reserve Board, all the time that this deflation was 
going on; did not-have the support and' indorsement of the Sec
retary of the Treasury, a Democrat? 

Mr. HEFLIN. He was not a Democrat. He was appointed 
as a Democrat. 

Mr. GOODING. I am talking about the Secretai:y of the 
Treasury under President Wilson. 

M.r. HEFLIN. The Senator is talldng about Houston and 
I am talking about bis not being a Democrat at heart. Houston 
was Secretary at the time of whi'ch tlie Senato1· is speaking. I 
repudiated him long since. He betrayed the Democratic Party 
just as W. P. G. Harding betrayed it, and both of them,. in 
betraying the Democratic Party, betrayed the people of. the 
United States. 

Why, this man W:. P. G. Harding_ is_ so eager for the con
tinuance of his connection with certain. interests that he went 
UJ;> here. the other day in Pennsylvania, when he was hardly. 
acquainted with SecretarYt M.ellon, and just fell all oven him
self saying that Mr. M"ellon was " the. gfeatest Secretary of the 
Tre.asury the country had ever had." Now, think of that, 0 ye 
of little faith Uaughter]-the greatest the- country; had.. «Wer 
bad- Why, Mr. l\iellon. had. not been in that service.long enough 
to cut bis eyeteeth, and bere- is this man, with the, month of 
August looking him in the face, when his term wilI expire and 

whell' he is gofng out, ju-st- taking on up there in Pennsylvania 
over l\fr. Mellon, whom he. pronounced "the greatest Secretary 
of the Treasury the country has ever produced:" 

When Mr. McAdoo was in there.. he was the greatest, accord
ing· to Harding's idea, and then when Hou ton came in 11e was 
the greatest, aceording to· his· idea'. They are out and gone: 
l\.tellon is· now in a· position of power, where he can say a 
good' word to the· President, and be suddenly becomes· " the 
greatest Secretary of tlie Treasury that the conn.try has ever 
had." Orr, this· man is a great palaverer; this: financial high 
priest of Wall Street. 

The people· are a;lready burdened, yes, and overburdened ""ith 
taxes, Mr; President .. and I r.ose simply, to- say· a word in behalf 
of t~e- American consumers, and· to protest against this tariff 
tax now being levied by: the Republican Party. It is a fortunate 
thing inueed tliat we do have elections every two years in the 
United States. It is. fortunate tbat the man and woman out 
yonder; who will have theh.: money taken from· them without 
being given an opportunity tcr protest, without being heard at 
all by your committee, who were held up and robbed, shall 
confront on the hustings these men who have robbed them for. 
the benefit of somebody else. I know that against that you will 
have heavy campaign funds, as. you always do. You will have 
large. contributions made to you b:y- these men in whose name 
and in whose behalf· you levy these taxes against the American 
people. You will have. the influence of some of the press, sub
sidized agents of your party. Some of ' the press you can not 
control; some of it you can. You will have- the· wherewith 
given to- you by. these 4,000 caI>_tains of industr;y in whose in
terest you invoke the taxing_ power to try to hoodwink the 
P'eople, fool them again, and make' them think that yon have 
done something for their- benefit You want them to smile as 
you go tlu:ough their pockets; but when they meet you on the 
hustings this time with their ballots in their hands they will 
have an ovportunity to answer· you Senators, and I believe that 
their answer will be absolute repudiation. 

Some of your newspapers are acllnitting now-that we are going 
to beat you and carry the House, and they are• saying that the 
Congress has not been good~ that. you would not mind the 
President-; that he told Y.OU what to do and you- wo~uld not do it. 
Now they are trying to shift the burden, and they say· they are 
going to punish you, when you all look- alike, You are all in 
the same boat. The people, Democxats and Republicans, are 
going to attend to all of· you, in 1924, becau e this is but brief 
authority that you lrave-onljT a temporary abiding-,place fo.r you. 
You have been weighed in the balance and'l:Jeen found wanting. 
W.ell, you know what happened at olcf Belshazzar's feast. You 
are just reveling l1ere now with your tariff barons and New
berries and all sort&of jUicy financial bercies. We are going. to 
stew them all uv. for ;v.ou and give you such a concoction in the 
fall of 1922. and 1924 that will restore to the people the blessed 
instrumentalities of. constitutional government. The tariff 
barons will weep bitter tears, but the American people will 
rejoice that the. day of their deliverance has come. 

Mr. President, I fear that some Senato.rs_ here have forgotten 
that this is the people's government and should be conducted in 
the interest of the whole people. We see the taxing power· 
employed here day after day to take money out of the pockets 
of · one class of people and put it in the p,ockets of another clasa. 

The average citizen is willing to be- taxed to meet the leo-itl
mate- needs of the. Government, hut he is not willing to have 
this taxing power turned over to private individuals and 
corporations who use_ it to. enrich themselves. You have no 
right to do that. The people are. justoified in crying out:. against 
this unjust usurpation of powe.r. The title of: this measui·e 
should be, ".A bill to tax the American people, fo.r the financial 
benefit of 4,000 tariff barons in the Uhited States." These men 
or their. agents have been here and. told. you. just what the:y: 
wanted, and they were all very liberal in their demands upon 
the taxpayers' money, and you were very geperous. in granting 
their requests. But the fellow who is to be taxed, the man 
whose living. e:xp,ense~ are to be greatly increased, you. did not 
hav.e him here.. He has not been, heru:d, excent as w& protest 
now in his name against the gi·eat. injustice that you have 
done him. We did not know what you had done until the 
case was closed and you had framed your bill when only the 
Republican members . of tbe committee were present. No 
Democrat w.as :permitted; to be nresent. But_ the bill thus 
framed. taxes Democrats~ Republicans, and every):>ody. else 
fon the benefit of tlio.se who told.. y~ou~ what to write . in the 
hilt Those who will rep.u.diate. Y.Our. conduct. will be. found 
in. the r.auks ot both paxti..es. '1'be. impropei: use of. tbe. taxing 
power should. oe condemned b..y. DQmocrats and llepnbliaan.s 
alike. This bill. is tfie worst example of' the misuse and abuse . 



1922. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. • 8109 
of the taxing power that has been presented to Congress in 
my day. 

Mr. LENROOT. How about graphite? . 
Mr. HEFLIN. You can not say anything about graphite. 

The graphite industry here is closed down and ~he laborers 
haYe gone.. The foreign graphite producer came m a.nd took 
control of the American market. You who profess friendship 
for the American laboring man saw him come out of the Ameri
can mines ha'°ing lost his employment, and you would not come 
to his res~ue. Why? Because the big crucible makers of t.he 
United States told you not to do it, and you closed the graphite 
mine of America you drove the American laboring man out 
of those mines, a'nd trafficked to the foreigner the graphite 
market of your own country. Then you stand up and talk 
about doing something for the laboring man. 

You are not going to do anything against the big interests. 
Certain big interests have written this bill. They furnish the 
campaign funds. If they elect a Republican Congress, why 
should they not write the bill. That is the way they feel about 
it. These things will happen every now and then, but the people 
get aroused, and when they do get aroused I have observed 
that they can do a heap of work around the polling places of the 
country. You used to talk about beating us in 1920 by 7,000,000, 
but you have stopped that. Since Pinchot won up in Pennsyl
vania and the cyclone struck Indiana you have sort of waked 
up. You realize what is going on in the country. 

The people are becoming aroused. They ought to become 
aroused. They will become more and more aroused as the days 
come and go, and we show them how you are arranging to take 
money out of their pockets. The only thing you are doing is 
to enable somebody else to take money out of their pockets. 

1\lr. DIAL. Mr. President, what wages did the Senator say 
ar~ paid to the foreign labor in the graphite mines abroad? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Three cents a day for slave labor. They 
drove out free American citizens from the graphite mines in 
America and closed the mines for the benefit of graphite mined 
by slave labor of the Old World at 3 cents a day. Then they 
stand up and talk about being friends of the American laboring 
man. 

I heard my friend from Idaho [l\Ir. GoooING] say he ex
pected us on this side to shed tears for the laboring man. I 
ha'\"e reminded the Senator from Idaho and others of 7,000,000 
laboring men who have already been out of employment under 
your party's control for months and months. ·u has come to 
be tt common thing for labor to be out of employment under 
Republican rule. That has become the order of the day until 
the man higher up gets ready to start the wheels to running. 
His robbing process will be employed again in due season. The 
shepherd usually waits for the wool to grow out on his sheep 
before he shears them again. 

l\lr. MOSES. Mr. President--
The VICE· PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
1\lr. HEFLIN. I gladly yield to the Senator from New Hamp

shire. 
l\1r. MOSES. I wish the Senator would enlighten the Senate 

and the country as to who enacted the tariff law under which 
all this misery occurred to the graphite industry. 

l\lr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, during the war the Govern
ment used some of the product and that industry" flourished. 
This industry was not in existence when the Underwood-Sim
mons law was passed. It did not amount to anything in the 
United States at that time: 

I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire that half 
of the graphite supply of the United States is in my State. It 
is an infant industry, and the Republican Party would not come 
to the rescue of an infant. They let this old, hoary-headed 
mou ter from the Old World, employing slave labor, come over 
here and choke an infant to death in the United States. 

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator if he voted for a good 
duty on the product of his own State, namely, graphite? 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. I voted for a wholesome revenue duty. I am 
not a free trader. 

l\Ir. MOSES. No; not on the products of Alabama. ~ 
Mr .• HEFLIN. It does not make any difference whether it 

is in Alabama or not. One of the Senators on the other side 
reminded me that most of those mines in my State are owned 
by eastern capital. I said that did not make any difference 
with me. The owners are American citizens and their invest
ments are entitled to be treated fairly, and when they came to 
my State and invested their money there, they showed good 
taste, as well as good judgment, and I want them to have a 
fair deal. I do not care where the citizen lives, whether in my 
State or your State. 

The Senator from Iowa suggesteu a thought this afternoon 
commented on by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. RoBI~soN"]. 
Under your theory of protection you are employing one excu e 
and another to literally plunder the American people. You 
used to say, "Here is an industry growing up and we should 
levy some taxes against its competitor abroad, at least until it 
can get on its feet and get in the game." The Government 
would derive some revenue, and if incidental benefit goes to the 
industry, very well. If labor shares it, all right. But, Mr. 
President, under that boasted protection theory of your party 
hundreds of fellows who go into business now say, "We are 
not making as much profit as we would like to make. We will 
go down to see the Republican Congress and ask that the tax
ing power be used to increase our profits." 

You tax the American people to make certain interests enor
mously successful in business and these interests write checks 
for your campaign fund. They feel that they have paid for 
the privilege of using the taxing power. You have a hodge
podge arrangement, and you are taxing the American people 
fqr the benefit of 4,000 captains of industry in the United 
States. 

Senators, what right have you to do that? I ask you, in the 
name of the toiling masses of America, what right have you to 
tax the salt that goes into their bread? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, in the name of the 
people of Louisiana, let me ask the Senator a question. Is the 
Senator in favor of a protective tariff on sugar and on rice 
produced by the good people of that great State? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am not in favor of a high protective tariff 
duty on anything. 

1\lr. SMOOT. Only on graphite. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I hope that answers my good friend from 

California. I favor a revenue tax on a great many things. I 
voted for the Underwood-Simmons revenue tax bill, under 
which we collect nearly $300,000,000 annually. That shows 
that I am not a free trader and that we were not for free trade 
when we levied those taxes. The difference between us is that 
we are taxing luxuries, in the main, and ~ou are taxing now 
the absolute necessities of life. 

If you tax something I could get along without, I could say, 
"No; I will not buy it, the price has gone so high. I would 
probably be better off without it. Excuse me." And I would 
just walk out of the store. But when you tax salt, whic.q. I 
must have to season my food, to give me health and strength, 
and to save and season• meat, then you touch my pocketbook, 
and I have to respond and I have to buy. 

Then, when you tax cement you tax a common necessity of 
life, and I have to have that. Then you tax brick; I have to 
buy. brick if I do any building. The other day I saw you tax 
medicine-yes, you taxed medicine. Under the grinding process 
of your party you are reducing the people to such a -state they 
can hardly walk, they are so weak; and when they put them 
to bed and send for the doctor you put a tax on the medicine 
he is going to give them to bring them back to health again. 

Mr. l\10SES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
l\lr. HEFLIN. Yes; I yield to the Senator from New 

Hampshire. 
l\fr. MOSES. I would like to ask the Senator from Alabama 

to what year he referred when he said there was $300,000,000 
of revenue collected under the Underwood tariff law? What 
year was that? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand that we have averaged some
where between $240,000,000 and $300,000,000. 

Mr. MOSES. For the benefit of the Senator, I would like 
to read the :figures. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Just give them to me in round numbers. 
l\fr. MOSES. There is no year of operation under the Un

derwood law in which anything like $300,000,000 was collected. 
In 1914, during which they had the benefit of the Payne
Aldrich law for a considerable portion of the year, the collec
tions were $292,000,000. The next year they were $209,000,000 
under the full operation of the Underwood law. The next 
year they were $213,000,000 ; the next year $225,000,000 ; the 
next year $182,000,000; and the next year $183,000,000. It is 
only since the emergency tariff law, a Republican measure, 
was added to the Underwood law that the re-renues have ap
proached anywhere near $300,000,000. 

Mr. HEFLIN. How did the Senator vote on the emergency 
tariff question? 

Mr. MOSES. I voted against it. 
Mr. HEFLIN. That is what I thought. 
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l\Ir. MOSES. But the fact that I voted against it did not 
make it hot a Republican measure any more than the fact that 
the Senator repudiates Governor Harding ·makes him not a 
Democrat. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The faet that the Senator did not vote for 
that bill is something in its favor, perhaps. Anyhow, we will 
not fall out about :figures. I am not quarreling about what 
the exact figures were, but we derived revenue under the Un-
derwood tariff law. . 

In 1914 we collected under the Underwood-Simmons law 
$292,000,000. Of course, the amount fell off when German 
submarines were destroying millions of tons of commerce. 
But in 1920 when the war was over and before. you.r emergency 
tariff went into effect, we collected $323,000,000. These are the 
.figures given by the Department of Commerce. _ 

Here is what is going to happen under your law, if you ever get 
to operate this thlng for any length of time: If $2,000,000,000 
worth of goods come in you will take out of the American peo
ple's pockets more than $3,000,000,000 in addition by reason of 
that. That is what you are going to do. 

Let me illustrate: Suppose you tax a certain kind of pocket
knife 25 cents, we will say. The manufacturer abroad stops 
sending that knife into the country. He will say, " I can not 
do it. The high tax you put on it shuts me out." He stops at 
the border line and his knives cease to come in. The man who 
manufactures the same knife in America, which he formerly 
sold at $1, will now sell it for $1.25. You have legislated into 
his pocket 25 cents on every knife that he sells. Why is that? 
He will tell the buyer, "They have put a tariff tax: on this 
knife." The customer will say, "But I understand you have 

· not any competition now." "Well, that is true. They have shut 
out foreign knives, but if you got that knife from abroad and 
paid the tax it would cost you $1.25, and I am going to add 25 
cents onto my knife and you will have to pay it to me." 

Under that plan the American Government would not get one 
cent, and yet you tax every knife buyer 25 cents who uses that 

- particular kind of knife. That is what will happen under your 
bill. God, and God only, knows how much money you are going 
to filch from the pockets of the American people through this 
tax bill. You are going to leave the American people at the mercy 
of the tariff barons of our country, and they will fill their pock
ets with money that you have enabled them to extract from the 
pockets of the people. 

Mr. SMOOT rose. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Did the Senator desi~e to say something? 
Mr. SMOOT. I thought the Senator was through. 
Mr. HEFLIN. What is the Senator's suggestion? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I was going to ask for a vote on the amendment 

that is pending. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I have no objection to voting on it. but let us 

ha. ve the yeas and nays. :Mr. POMERENE. I ask that the amendment be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
'The AsSisTANT SECRETARY. There are three amendments in one. 
Mr. SMOOT. I desire to have each amendment voted on sepa-

rately. Let the first amendment be stated. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 32, it is proposed to 

strike out the paragraph embraced in lines 13 to 17, both inclu4 

sive, in the following words: 
PAR. 203. Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement, in barrels, 

sacks, or other packages. 5 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of 
barrel or package; in bulk, 4 cents per 100 pounds; other cement, not 
specially provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
str iking out the paragraph just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The second amendment is, on page 

217, after line 24, to insert a new paragraph to read as follows: 
P AR. 1541a. Cement : Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic : Pro

'Vid ed, That if any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision 
of government imposes a duty on such cement imported from the United 
State an equal duty shall be imposed upon such cement coming into 
the United States from such country, dependency, province, o.r other 
subdivision of government. 

That amendment the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] 
proposes to amend by striking out the proviso. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the Senator 
from North Dakota. 

l\fr. ROBINSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\!r. POMERENE. The vote is on the motion to strike out the 

proviso? 
The VIOE PRESIDENT. It is. It is on the amendment pro

posed by the Senator from Arkansas to the amendment of the 
Senator from North Dakota. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll .. 

Mr. KENDRICK (when his name was called). I transfer 
my general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCOR
MICK] to the junior Senator from 1\fassachusetts [Mr. WALSH] 
and vote " yea." 

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair \vith the Senator from West Virginia [l\1r. SUTHERLAND] 
to the Senator from . Texas [Mr. C'uLBERsoN] and vote "yea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Making the 
.same announcement as before, I vote" nay.'' 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. NEW. Repeating the announcement as to my pair and 

its tr-ansfer, I vote " nay." 
Mr. HALE. Making the same announcement as before, I vote 

"nay.'' 
Mr. HARRISON. Making the same announcement as before, 

I vote" yea." 
Mr. COLT. Making the same announcement as before, I 

vote "nay.'' 
l\Ir. STANLEY (after having v-0ted in the affirmative). I 

transfer my' general pair with the junior Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. ERNST] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. MYERS] 
and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce the following pairs : 
Tbe Senator from Delaware [Mr. BALL] with the Senator 

from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] ; 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] with tbe Sen

ator from Virginia' [Mr. GLASS]; 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN] ; and 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] with the 

Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. 
The result was announced-yeas 26, nays 35, as follows: 

Borah 
Caraway 
CummJns 
Dial 
Harris 
Harrison 
Heflin 

Brandegee 
Broussard 
Bursum 
Cameron 
Capper 
Colt 
Curtis 
France 
Gooding 

YE..1.S-26. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
King 
La lj'ollette 
Lenroot 
Pittman 

Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Rawson 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Smith 

NAYS-35. 
Hale Moses 
Jones, Wash. Nelson 
Keyes New 
Ladd Newberry 
Lodge Norris 
Mccumber Oddie 
Mcl{jnley Pei;> per 
McLean Phipps 
McNary Poindexter 

NOT VOTINQ-35. 
Ashurst Ernst McCormick 
Ball Fernald McKellar 
Calder Fletcher Myers 
Crow Frelinghuysen Nicholson 
Culberson Gerry Norbeck 
Dillingham Glass Overman 
du Pont H arreld Owen 
Edge Hitchcock Page 
ElkinS Johnson Reed 

Stanley 
Swanson 
Underwood 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Townsend 
Wad worth 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 

Shields 
Stanfteld 
Sutherland 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Weller 
Willis 

So Mr. ROBINSON'S amendment to Mr. McCUMBER's amend
ment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend
ment of the Senator from North :::>akota [Mr. MCCUMBER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by 

the Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 33, line 14, after the 

word 41 ton," where it occurs at the end of the line, it is pro
posed to insert the words " other cement not special1y provided 
for, 20 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not und-erstan~ on what 
page that amendment is to come in. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can explain it, if the Senator will al1ow 
me. We have just stricken out paragraph 2<)3-, which embraced 
not only Portland cement but the other cement put up in pack
ages, for which we have already agreed upon a 20 per cent ad 
valorem duty. That action necessitates this clause being put in 
at some other place; so I am asking that it be put in at tJle end 
of paragraph 205. The words are just the same as those we 
ba ve already agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. 
Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, do I understand that this 

imposes a duty of 20 per cent on all other cement? 
Mr. McCUMBER. It places a duty of 20 per cent upon patent 

cements which come in zinc tubes, and so forth. 
Mr. SIMMONS. We have already voted on it, and it is merely_ 

desired to transpose the committee amendment. 

• 
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1\fr. POMERENFJ. Very well. 
The VICB PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. LENROOT. Mr. President. I understand that we shall 

very shortly take a recess, and I simply wish to take a moment 
in acquainting the Senate with the present status of the pend
ing bill, because probably very few Senators have taken the 
trouble to ascertain what progress we are making upon the bill 

Night before last I took the trouble to ascertain how many 
committee amendments had been acted upon by the Senate. 
The11e are 2,087 committee amendments to the bill. Night be
fore last when we took a recess we had acted upon 196 of them; 
to-day I believe we have acted upon 4 amendments, making 
200 committee amendments thus far acted upon out of a total 
of 2,087. We are now upon the seventh week of the actual 
consideration of the bill. If we shall make the same progress 
as we have during the past 7 weeks, this bill° will pass the 
Senate, if none but committee amendments are considered, in 57 
weeks. Of course, at this rate of progress the bill must fail 
on the 4th day of next March. 

Senators acrnss the aisle are insisting that they are indulg
ing in nothing but legitimate debate. If that be true, and if 
we have had nothing but legitimate debate so far, there is no 
hope, under the present rules of the Senate, of passing this bill 
before the 4th of next March. That is the only statement that 
I care to make at this time. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the statement just submitted 
by the Senator from Wisconsin is interesting, but, considering 
the facts surrounding the history of this bill since it reached the 
Senate, it does not seem to me to be of very great importance. 

In the first place, it is extraordinary, without precedent, 
that to any bill a committee of either House of Congress should 
report 2,087 amendments. Why the Finance Committee saw fit, 
after a prolonged consideration of this measure in what 
amounted to executive sessions, to report 2,087 amendments 
remains to be explained. 

In so far as the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin is 
concerned that the bill will not pass until the expiration of 57 
weeks, I desire to say that unless the committee pursues in an 
intense degree the practice that it has adopted within the last 
few days, namely, of receding from or revising the important 
amendments which it has proposed to the House provisions, it 
would be better for the United States if it were 57 years before 
this bill were passed. 

The Senator from Wisconsin referred to the declarations fre
quently made in the course of the debate upon this side that no 
filibuster is being conducted. Every Senator here knows that 
that is true. Every Senator in the Chamber knows that during 
the last week the other side has consumed more time than this 
side of the Chamber has consumed. Every Senator in the Cham
ber knows that speeches made about irrelevant subjects have 
been made from the other side of the Chamber oftener during 
the last week than from this side. In addition to that, another 
bill was inje<;ted on yesterday which consumed a day of the 
Senate's time. It was one of the most important of the depart
ment appropriation bills and carried many amendments. We 
passed this measure, the War Department bill, in a single day. 
This shows there is no filibuster. 

Now, if the Finance Committee will do what it seems dis
posed to do, take this bill back into committee and revise it 
before the debate compels them to do so, they will save the 
Senate a great deal of time and the committee humiliation. 
So far as I recall, there has not been an important amendment 
considered by the Senate during the present week but what, 
after the debate on the amendment has proceeded at great length, 
the committee has withdrawn it and proposed another as a 
substitute for it. If the committee wants in good faith to pass 
this bill, they should take it back and revise these excessively 
high rates before the debate occurs in the Senate. This would 
take much less time to dispose of the bill. 

The course which we have pursued here has resulted in great 
benefit to the country. The debates have informed the public. 
There is not a great Republican newspaper of which I know in 
the United States that indorses this measure. From limit to 
limit of the Nation, by every class of citizens familiar with the 
provisions of the bill, it is regarded as a legislative monstrosity, 
justified neither in economic experience nor in political theory. 
There is no sound basis for it. It discredits every principle of 
honest protection ; it fortifies and entrenches monopoly; it 
justifies extortion and perpetuates unfair price control over the 
commodities which are most commonly and generally used. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President--
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. STANLEY. The Senator from Arkansas has overlooked 
one thing. The bill may be intended to carry out the plat-
form pledge "to reduce the high cost of living." ' 

Mr. ROBINSON. Oh, l\1r. President, the authors of this blll 
are ashamed of it. I violate no confidence when I assert that 
the Senators who manage tbe bill on the floor of the Senate as 
evidenced by their conduct and their expressions, take no p;ide 
in it. They admit that this is an inopportune time to attempt 
to revise the tariff ; they admit, if I understand them cor
rectly, that the bill is not based upon any theory of protection 
heretofore recognized or advanced. It is a hodgepodge, a mis
erable compound, made by throwing together whatever may 
seem necessary to please the selfish interests that are dictat
ing it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to suggest to the Senator that the 
reason we can not discuss this bill as a general proposition is 
because it is not based upon any principle of tariff either of 
protection, free trade, or moderate tariff. It is the~efore nec
. essary for us to discuss each item of the bill in order to show 
what it is. 

l\lr. ROBINSON. That is true. The only rule followed is 
"give everyone what he asks." The debates show that the 
important items of the bill have been dictated by the interests 
which it is designed to benefit. Little consideration has been 
given to the general interests of the public. Therefore I char
acterize it as an unwholesome mixture the constituent elements 
of which when taken separately are palatable and sweet smelling, 
but when combined in the compound are obnoxious and repulsive 
to everyone. I repeat that with the possible exception of the· 
Senator from Idaho [l\Ir. GooDING], who, it seems to me, stands 
in a distinct class to himself, this bill as a whole-I mean as 
reported by the Finance Committee-has no approval in the 
Senate, and is repudiated contemptuously in the Republica.Il. 
press of the Nation. 

Oh, no ; it will not take 57 weeks to dispose of this bill. The 
Finance Committee will either take back the important 
sch~dules and revise them before the debates, or they will 
revise them after the debates. If they take the first course 
they will save time; but if the sentiment against this bill which 
has been gathering volume from the very day it was reported 
by the Finance Committee continues to grow among sincere 
Republicans and honest people generally throughout the United 
States, you yourselves will be glad of an excuse to "defer" its 
consideration, which, of course, means its death. 

This business of talking in the Senate is not and can not be 
made a one-sided privilege. When you bring 2,087 amendments 
into the Senate on a bill it is the privilege of Members to discuss 
those amendments. It is the duty of Senators to give the public 
information concerning them ; and the result of that course, 
which has been in good faith pursued by this side of the Cham
ber during the debate on this bill, has been to render your 
efforts obnoxious, to make the measure distasteful. I doubt now 
whether you are very anxious to pass this bill. I doubt 
whether you will want to enact it when you understand what 
it means and what it does. If you do want to pass it, you can 
do so in spite of the fact that its provisions are shown to be 
detrimental to the public interests, to the interests which we 
ought to conserve; but you can not intimidate anyone into yield
ing the just ground that we ought to understand what we are 
voting on, ought to vote intelligently, and give an explanation 
of the measure to the public. · If the people can be made to 
realize how bad the Fina.nee Committee's bill really is, they 
will oppose its passage, and you will not dare defy them. 

Mr. l\1cCUl\fBER. l\Ir. President, I bad supposed that we 
desired to take a recess at half past 5 this evening, and there
fore I am not going to take any time now to answer the argu
ment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON]. Possibly 
before we get through we will see what is back of the papers 
that are railing against this tariff bill. I will say to the Sena
tor most candidly that I do not believe the committee is going to 
be stampeded by anything which comes from a press that rev
resents a propaganda that is making :from a thousand to three 
thousand per cent upon its imports, and that possibly will be 
presented to the American people before we get through. 

The Senator from Arkansas pas suggested that we are not in 
a hurry to have a vote upon this bill. All I can say in reply 
thereto is, just give us a chance, and that will be the best evi
dence as to whether we desire to have a vote at the earliest 
possible time or not. Amendments undoubtedly will be sug
gested from time to time by the committee as additional testi
mony or conditions in the trade which are shown to us con
vince us that there ought to be changes; but in every instance I 
am certain that the committee will recommend a protective 
tariff bill. 
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l\fr. President, I now ask unanimous consent that when we 
close our sE>s:'lion to-day we shall take a recess until Monday at 
11 o'clock. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

l\fr. l\IcCC~lBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
considera tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
considerat ion of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in 
executirn session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously 
made, took a recess until Monday, June 5, 1922, at 11 o'clock 
a. m. 

C01\1FIRMATIONS. 
Execut ii·e nominations co11;{irmed by the Senate J'lin..e 8, (legis

lative day of .ApriZ 20, 191212). 
ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 

Frank A. DeGroot to be Assistant Register of the Treasury. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE COAST GUARD SERVICE. 

To be ensigns. 
Albe1·t :JI. Martinson. 
Raymonu J. l\Iauerman. 
Edwa rd H. Fri tzche. 
Rober t C. J ewell. 

Lee H. Baker. 
George E. McCabe. 
Harley E. Grogan. 

To be ensigns (engineering). 
Martin J. Bergen. 
Howard A. Snyder. 

POSTMASTERS. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Herman C. Lewis, Artesia. 
John L. Childs, Crescent City. 
Francis C. Harvey, Rivera. 
Jennie Kinney, San Quentin. 
Cynthia P. Griffith, Wheatland. 

GEORGIA. 

Philetus D. Wootten, Abbeville. 
HAWAII. 

Carl Spillner, l\Iakaweli. 
Jacintho S. Medeiros, Puunene. 

INDIANA. 

William J. DeVerter, Cayuga. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Alabama Akers, Iuka. 
NEW MEXICO. 

Harran H. DeLozier, Texico. 
NEW YORK. 

Seward Latham, Central Bridge. 
Frank S. Duncan, Lawrence. 
Violet Breen, Roslyn Heights. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Roscoe C. Jones, Manteo. 
OHIO. 

Cleona 1\1. Dunnick, Ashville. _ 
Joseph E. W. Greene, Newport. 
Julius R. Bruns, St. Henry. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Charles J. Parsons, Sabraton. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 3, 19~2. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer: 

0 Lord, our Lord, we are drawn toward Thy throne, which is 
established forever and ever. It is our defense and the rock of 
our redemption. How much we need a sense of Thy nearness, 
for we are human1y weak in the things which are so divinely 
strong. 0 guide us in all our ways. As for the difficulties 
and labors of life, let them chasten our hearts and broaden our 
minds. Grant that every morning may bring us the light of 
hope, and every evening the shade of rest. In the name of 
Jesus. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 

WATER RIGHTS ON CROW RESERVATION, MONT. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the 
Speaker's table House bill 9344, and move that the House 
agree to the Senate amendments to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up 
from the Speaker's table a House bill with Senate amendments. 
The Clerk will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 9344) providing for 
the appropriation of funds for acquiring additional water rights 
for Indians on the Crow Reservation in Montana whose 1ands 
are irrigable under the Two Leggins Irrigation Canal. 

The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 

question? 
Mr. SNYDER. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER. In order to ascertain whether it is neces

sary to make the point of no quorum or not, has the gentleman 
advised with the ranking minority member of the committee 
concerning this amendment? 

Mr. SNYDER. Yes; I have. 
Mr. GARNER. And it is agreeable to him? 
l\fr. SNYDER. It is agreeable to him. I also spoke to the 

gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] about this matter 
last evening. 

The amendment which the Senate put into this bill was 
exactly the thing that the committee unanimously reported to 
the House, and the discussion here in the House was as to 
whether we would fix the amount at $12.50 per acre plus in
terest for a certain period or whether we would make the 
amount $20 as a maximum, and give the Secretary of the In
terior the same discretion that he has had heretofore on all 
other leases of this character. Upon a careful investigation, 
going into the matter further · with the department, I find 
there is very little difference between what we desired to do 
and what the department and the Senate desire to do, so that 
I am asking this morning that the Senate amendment be 
agreed to. 

That is all I desire to say. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 

amendments. 
The Senate amendments _were agreed to. 

THE NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee on the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7864) 
providing for sundry matters affecting the Naval Establishment. 
This bill has been debated all the way through and amended 
by the committee, with the exception of one amendment 
offered by the gentleman from -Kansas [Mr. TINCHER], to which 
I will agree. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of a hill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 7864) providing 
for sundry matters affecting the Naval Establishment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill, with Mr. l\fADnEN in the chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, while I am not going to op
pose the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kan as 
[Mr. TINCHER] I will ask unanimous consent for three minutes 
to explain the existing situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the amendment 
referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is to strike out section 10 of the bill . 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. TINCHER: Page 11, line 12, strike out all 

of section 10. 

. Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I will accept the amendment. 
I think perhaps within the next few months shipbuilding like 
other construction will not cost as much as it has cost hereto
fore. Therefore I will accept the motion made by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER] and agree that section 10 shall be 
stricken from the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TI CHER]. 

The question was taken. 
Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 
l\Ir. STEENERSON. I should like to know if the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Kansas have entire 
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